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BEFORE THE
TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

Petition of:
Cellco Partnership d/b/a Venzon Wireless Consolidated Docket
For Arbitration Under the No. 03-00585

Telecommunications Act of 1996

R R i e e

CMRS PROVIDERS' MOTION TO COMPEL
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES

Petitioners Cellco Partnership d/b/a Venizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless”), AT&T
Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Wireless (“AT&T Wireless”); BellSouth Mobility LLC,
BellSouth Personal Communications LLC and Chattanooga MSA Limited Partnership,
collectively d/b/a Cingular Wireless (“Cingular Wireless”); Sprint Spectrum L.P. d/b/a Spnint
PCS (“Sprint PCS”); and T-Mobile USA, Inc. (“T-Mobile”), collectively referred to herein as the
CMRS Providers, hereby seek an Order from the Tennessee Regulatory Authority ("TRA"),
requiring the members of the Rural Coalition of Small LECs and Cooperatives ("Coalition") to

answer certain interrogatories propounded by the CMRS Providers.

BACKGROUND
For the majonity of the interrogatories served by the CMRS Providers, the Coalition has
erther failed to provide a meaningful answer or else has redefined terms 1n a manner inconsistent

with applicable law, then given a non-responsive answer based upon the inappropriate definition.



Specifically, the Coalition has attempted to use its legal position as grounds for refusing to
provide the factual information necessary for the TRA to resolve this arbitration. For example,
the Coalition has yet to propose rates for the exchange of traffic with the CMRS Providers or
produce any cost support whatever on the basis that the CMRS Providers have not requested
direct interconnection and thus the Coalition members do not exchange “Telecommunications
Traffic” with those carrers. (See Category One discussion below.) Aside from the fact the
Coalition’s position 1s at best disingenuous, the TRA’s ability to resolve a dispute over transport
and termination rates 1s severely circumscribed when the party bearing the burden of proof
refuses to propose a rate or provide cost support.

Under TRA Rules, Chapter 1220-1-2-.11, discovery 1n a contested case "shall be sought
and effectuated 1n accordance with the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure.” Under Tenn. Civ.
Proc. Rule 26.02(1), "Parties may obtain discovery regarding any matter, not privileged, which 1s
relevant to the subject matter involved 1n the pending action . . ." The phrase "relevant to the
subject matter involved 1n the pending action" has been construed to encompass any matter that
bears on, or that reasonably could lead to other matters that could bear on, any 1ssue that 1s or
may be in the case. Price v. Mercury Supply Co., 682 S.W.2d 924 (Tenn. Ct. App. 1984).

In total, the Coalition has effectively failed to answer, or at best given incomplete or non-
responsive answers, to at least 22 of the 38 interrogatories propounded by the CMRS Providers.
On Apnl 27, 2004, the CMRS Providers sent a detailed letter to Coalitton Counsel regarding
their inadequate responses and requested amended and responsive answers | However, instead
of providing any supplemental responses, on May 5, the Coalition made an offer (communicated

by telephone) to discuss discovery 1ssues but took the position they could not do so until May 18,



2004 (almost three weeks after receiving the CMRS letter and only two weeks before direct
testimony 1s due under the current schedule) Although the CMRS Providers have expressed
their willingness to discuss any outstanding discovery 1ssues on the 18" | they also feel
compelled to file this Motion to Compel at this tme 1n order to ensure that these 1ssues can be
addressed 1n a timely manner and that, 1f possible, the current procedural schedule can be
maintained 1n the event the parties are unable to resolve their differences by themselves.?

An arbitration pursuant to the 1996 Act must be resolved within nine months of the imtial
request for negotiation, absent agreement by the parties to waive the deadline. 47 U.S.C. §
252(b)(4)(C). Even when the deadline 1s waived (as 1t has been 1n this proceeding), arbitration
schedules are aggressive, and the time available for discovery limited. Direct testimony 1s due 1n
this matter June 3, 2004. If the parties do not even discuss discovery disputes until May 18, only
two weeks would remain before testimony 1s due. If disputes remain after a May 18 conference,
the likelithood of resolution prior to June 3 1s virtually nil. Accordingly, the CMRS Providers
respectfully submit this Motion to Compel and seek an expedited ruling and/or hearing so that

the parties can maintain the current procedural schedule set by the Hearing Officer.’

(..continued)
" A copy of the CMRS Providers' letter dated April 27, 2004 1s attached as Exhibit A

2

In addition to the letter of April 27, 2004, a series of correspondence concerning discovery 1ssues has been
exchanged between the CMRS Providers and the Rural Coalition Copies of that correspondence--dated May 7,
May 11 and May 13--are attached as Exhibits B, C and D

3
The CMRS Providers have notified the Coalition that they remain willing to discuss any and all discovery disputes
with the Coalition on May 18" and to modify and/or withdraw this motion 1f appropriate



Rather than listing and discussing separately each interrogatory that the Coalition has
failed to answer, this Motion will group the Interrogatories into categories and then discuss the

principles applicable to each category, discussing specific interrogatories as approprlate.4

CATEGORY ONE: NON-RESPONSIVE ANSWERS BASED ON
INAPPROPRIATE DEFINITION OF "TELECOMMUNICATIONS TRAFFIC"

The Coalition claims that 1n the absence of a request for direct interconnection, traffic
exchanged between the Coalition and CMRS Providers 1s not "Telecommunications Traffic" as
that term 1s defined in 47 C.FR. § 51.701(b). Thus, in response to Interrogatory 2 (a simple
request for production of any written Coalition interconnection agreements not filed with the
TRA), the Coalition states:

Coaliton members do not have agreements for the exchange of
Telecommunications Traffic that are not filed with the TRA. Traffic that
originates or terminates on the network of a Coalition member may be eligible to
be treated as "Telecommunications Traffic," as that term 1s used 1n 47 CFR §
51.701(b) of the Subpart H Reciprocal Compensation Rules of the Federal
Communicattons Commussion ("FCC"). Any such traffic, however, 1s not treated
as subject to these rules 1n the absence of a request for interconnection pursuant to
Section 251(b)(5) of the Communications Act (47 USC § 252(b)(5).) For
example, the CMRS Providers currently transmut traffic that originates and
termunates within the MTA to Coalition members. Although this traffic may be
eligible to be treated as "Telecommunications Traffic," the CMRS Providers have
elected to transmt this traffic pursuant to an indirect interconnection arrangement
via BellSouth. Consequently, the traffic 1s not currently subject to any agreement
that addresses the treatment of "Telecommunications Traffic" under the FCC's
Rules.

According to the Coalition, because the CMRS Providers transmut traffic to the Coalition

through indirect interconnection with BellSouth, such traffic 1s not "Telecommunications

* Copies of the CMRS Providers' Interrogatories and the Coalition’s Responses are attached as Collective Exhibit E



Traffic" under FCC regulations, and thus no interconnection agreements exist between the
Coalition members and CMRS Providers concerning that traffic

The Coalition strategy of relying on legal positions as a means to avoid responding to
discovery is also 1llustrated by the Coalition response to Interrogatory 9, which simply asks the
Coalition to state the reciprocal compensation rates that each member company proposes 1n this
arbitration for both direct and indirect interconnection:

The Coalition Members have not proposed rates for the transport and termination

of "Telecommunications Traffic." In accordance with the applicable FCC rules,

the establishment of a rate requires the establishment of an "interconnection point

between the two carriers.” (47 CFR §51.701(c)). Neither in the collective

negotiations that preceded the filing of the arbitration petitions, nor in the
arbitration has any CMRS Provider requested the establishment of an
interconnection point on the network of a Coalition Member.

By employment of this disingenuous strategy, the Coalition refuses to answer any
interrogatories 1mvolving questions of costs, rates or terms and conditions. In effect, the
Coalition says, "The CMRS Providers have not requested direct interconnection; therefore, we
don't have to answer 1nterrogatories involving Telecommunications Traffic,' because we don't
exchange such traffic with the CMRS Providers "

Thus, the Coaliion refuses to answer the following interrogatories, instead simply
referring to the “non-answers” given 1n response to Interrogatories 2 and/or 9.

Interrogatory 3. Seeks the 1dentity of carriers with whom Coalition members

have exchanged Telecommunications Traffic either directly or indirectly during

the past 12 months without the benefit of a written agreement. (Issues 1 and 2 )

Interrogatory 4. Seeks the transport and termination rates applicable to the
carniers identified 1n Interrogatory 2.  (Issue 8 )

> The arbitration 1ssue (as listed in the Jont Issues Matrix}) to which each listed interrogatory applies 1s given 1n
parentheses



Interrogatory 10. Asks how transport and termunation rates are calculated for
each carrier 1dentified 1n Interrogatory 9. (Issue 8.)

Interrogatory 11. Asks for cost studies and supporting data for each carrier
identified in Interrogatory 9. (Issue 8.)

Interrogatory 12. Asks 1f any rates proposed for the CMRS Providers have been
approved by the TRA (Issue 8.)

Interrogatory 24. Asks 1f any Coalitton member 1s currently sending

Telecommunications Traffic to any CMRS Provider through a BellSouth tandem

(Issues 1 & 2.)

Interrogatory 25. Asks 1f traffic sent by a Coalition member to a CMRS Provider

through a BellSouth tandem 1s dialed by the landline customer on a non-toll basis.

(Issue 12A.)

Interrogatory 26. Ask 1f any Coalition member sends traffic to a carrier other than

a CMRS Provider through a BellSouth tandem, and 1f so, whether such traffic 1s

dialed by the landline customer on a non-toll basis. (Issue 12A.)

Interrogatory 36. Asks 1f the Coalition believes reciprocal compensation

obligations apply to Telecommunications Traffic from a Coalition member to a

CMRS Provider that 1s handed off to an interexchange carner. (Issue 2.)

The Coalition's refusal to answer these obviously relevant interrogatories should not be
condoned by the TRA. “Telecommunications Traffic” 1s explicitly defined in FCC regulations,
and the defimtion 1s not dependent upon a request for interconnection (whether a request for
direct or indirect interconnection) or upon the existence of an interconnection agreement. 47
CFR § 51.701(b)(2) defines "Telecommunications Traffic" as "telecommunications traffic
exchanged between a LEC and a CMRS provider that, at the beginning of the call, origiates and
terminates within the same Major Trading Area, as defined in § 24.202(a) of this chapter." Thus,
all intraMTA calls from Coalition customers to CMRS providers’ customers, and vice-versa, are
considered Telecommunications Traffic. The method by which a call 1s delivered or the status of

mterconnection negotiations between the respective customer’s carriers 18 1rrelevant

Accordingly, the CMRS Providers request that the Coalition be compelled to answer each



mterrogatory listed above, including Interrogatonies 2 and 9, without reliance on the Coalition’s

narrow and otherwise flawed definition of "Telecommunications Traffic."”

CATEGORY TWO: REFUSAL TO PROVIDE COST DATA.

One of the major 1ssues 1n this arbitration 1s the appropnate transport and termination rate
under 47 CFR § 51.705 for each Coalition member.® The burden 1s on each Coalition member to
provide data sufficient to support 1ts proposed rate. 47 CFR §51.505 (e) requires an incumbent
LEC to "prove to the state commuission that the rates for each element 1t offers do not exceed the
forward-looking economic cost per umit of providing the element, using a cost study that
complies with the methodology set forth 1n this section and §51.511 of this part." The
regulation requires each Coalition member to present its own cost study. The regulation does not
allow one study for multiple companies, nor does 1t allow a single rate to be averaged among
several companies.

47 CFR § 51.505(e)(2) specifically requires “a written factual record that 1s sufficient for
purposes of review.” It also requires a cost study to be included 1n the record of this proceeding
if the cost study 1s considered by the TRA 1n establishing transport and termination rates.

Despite these requirements, Coalition members refuse to answer CMRS Providers'
interrogatories involving transport and termination costs.

Interrogatory 11

Interrogatory 11, for example, requests copies of all "cost models, cost mputs, and cost

assumptions” associated with the transport and termination rate proposed by each Coalition

member. As discussed above under Category One, the Coalition refuses to answer this



interrogatory on the erroneous premuse that the Coalition is not required to propose rates to
CMRS carriers that are not seeking direct interconnc':ctlon.

The CMRS Providers have been requesting cost data since negotiations started, and the
Coalition members have steadfastly refused to provide it. 47 CFR § 51.301(c)(8)(n) states that a
"refusal by an incumbent LEC to furnish cost data that would be relevant to setting rates if the
parties were 1n arbitration” constitutes a breach of the duty to negotiate in good faith. The
Coalition members, by their refusal to respond to Interrogatory 11, continue to be 1n breach of
such duty.

Accordingly, the CMRS Providers request that each Coalition member be compelled to
provide the separate cost data and cost studies required by FCC regulations. If the Coalition
members continue to refuse, then the Coalition should be barred from attempting to mtroduce
any such evidence at a later stage 1n this proceeding.

Interrogatory 8

Interrogatory 7 asks how reciprocal compensation rates were established in the
interconnection agreements of the Coalition members. The Coalition responds that "[t]he rates
set forth 1n all such agreements were established through voluntary negotiation between the
parties.” Interrogatory 8 then asks 1f the rates described n Interrogatory 7 are forward looking,
and requests copies of all supporting cost studies (with documentation).

The Coalition answer to Interrogatory 8 simply refers to the Coalition's answer to
Interrogatory 7. Interrogatory 8, however, asks whether the rates so established are based on

forward-looking costs. This 1s a simple question and can be simply answered. The 1mplication

(..continued)
% Issue 8 in the Joint Issues Matrix



of the Coalition's answer is that the negotiated rates were not based on forward-looking costs. If
that 1s the answer, a sitmple "no" will suffice. If no cost studies were used to support the
negotiated rates, a simple "none" will suffice However, the CMRS providers are clearly entitled
to have these questions answered.

Interrogatory 30

Interrogatory 30 requests identification of "all switches owned by you, the wire center
location and CLLI codes in which each switch 1s located, the number of switched residential,
business, and public lines served by each switch, and the number of non-switched (e.g., special
access, dedicated circuits, etc.) served out of each wire center belonging to you."

The requested information 1s relevant, because 47 CFR § 51.701(d) defines "termination"
to be "the switching of telecommunications traffic at the terminating carrier's end office switch,
or equivalent facility, and delivery of such traffic to the called party's premises." 47 CFR §
51.705 requires compensation for transport and termination to be based either on bill and keep
principles or on forward-looking economic costs. Number and type of lines served by each
Coalition switch 1s necessary for determining the forward-looking cost of switching.

The Coalition responds:

The Coalition objects to provision of information regarding the number and type

of lines served by each switch as such information 1s 1rrelevant to the issues

regarding the indirect interconnection addressed by the collective negotiations and

the arbitration.

The Coalition claims that because the CMRS Providers seek indirect interconnection,
switching cost data 1s 1rrelevant. The unstated premse 1s that reciprocal compensation principles

do not apply when traffic 1s exchanged through indirect interconnection.

In overruling the Coalition's Motion to Dismuss, the Hearing Examiner has already held:



"Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(a)(1), the members of the Coalition, as well as the

CMRS providers, are required to interconnect, either directly or indirectly, with

all other telecommunications carriers. As local exchange carriers, the Coalition

members are also obligated to establish reciprocal compensation arrangements for

both the transport and termination of telecommunications traffic.’

Accordingly, the information requested in Interrogatory 30 1s relevant, because the
Coalition's obligation to pay transport and termination charges applies to both direct and indirect
interconnection.

Interrogatory 31

Interrogatory 31 requests Coalition members to (1) identify Coalition member tandem and
end office switches; (11) descnibe how CMRS traffic 1s received by those switches from
BellSouth and (in) provide cost data relating to the facilities that (a) connect any BellSouth
tandem to any Coalition tandem or end office, and (b) are used to transport traffic from any
CMRS provider to any coalition member.

The Coalition answers:

"The inquiry regarding how traffic through the BellSouth tandem 1s handled, and

the cost of facilities from the BellSouth tandem to each Independent's network

should be directed to BellSouth."

However, the interrogatory does not seek to discover BellSouth's costs. The
interrogatory seeks to discover the Coalition's costs.

45 CFR § 51.701(c) defines "transport” as "the transmission and any necessary tandem
switching of telecommunications traffic subject to section 251 (b)(5) of the Act from the
interconnection point between the two carriers to the terminating carrier's end office switch that

directly serves the called party . . . [Emphasis added.] Interrogatory 31 seeks information

regarding how the Coalition members receive the traffic from BellSouth and what each Coalition

7 Order Denying Motion, Apnl 12,2004,p 6



member's costs, 1f any, are for the facilities from the BellSouth tandem to each Coalition
member's end office. This information 1s relevant to determining Coalition transport costs.
Interrogatories 37 & 38

Interrogatory 37 asks for audited financial statements for 2000, 2001, 2002 and 2003.

The Coalition objects to this request "as not seeking documents or information relevant to the
1ssues before the Tennessee Regulatory Authority in the arbitration."

Interrogatory 38 requests each Coalition member to provide a copy of 1ts most recent
access rate cost study. The Coalition objects, claiming that "[a]ny such studies, 1f they exist, are
irrelevant to the 1ssues in this arbitration.”

The requested information 1s clearly relevant to determining transport and termination
rates, which are based, 1n part, on the cost of plant and support assets. Detailed FCC regulations
describe how such costs are to be calculated. In general, switching and transmission equipment
and cable costs must reflect currently available inventory at current vendor prices and company-
specific discounts. Plant capacity must reflect an efficient network configuration. Utilization
levels for end office switching (minutes of use per line) and transport (trunks and minutes of use
per trunk) must represent efficient sizing of network elements. The amounts of support assets
(land, buildings and housing for switches and transport equipment) must be reasonable and must
not reflect embedded costs. Maintenance expenses associated with switching, transmission
equipment and cable maintenance expenses must not include provisioning costs associated with
end-user service connection charges. Other operating expenses also must not reflect embedded
or past operating costs, but rather current costs directly attributable to switching and common

transport.



The requested audited financial statements will contain information related to plant and
support asset costs. The requested access cost studies will contan information regarding
embedded costs--which are not allowed 1n forward-looking transport and termination rates. All

information requested 1n Interrogatories 37 & 38 1s relevant.

CATEGORY THREE: FAILURE TO ANSWER DIALING PARITY QUESTIONS
All local exchange carners must provide dialing parity. 47 U.S.C. § 251(b)(3). The
obligation of the Coalition members to provide dialing parity 1s an 1ssue 1n the arbitration (See
Issue 12 1n the Joint Issues Matrix.) The CMRS Providers have therefore propounded three

interrogatories on this 1ssue. The Coalition has failed to give meaningful answers to all three.

Interrogatory 27

This Interrogatory asks how the Coalition members determine if a call to a CMRS
Provider should be sent non-toll 7 digit, non-toll 10 digit, or 1+ toll. The answer 1s responsive as
to 7 digit and 10 digit non-toll dialing. As to how the determination 1s made between non-toll and
I+ toll, the answer states: "The determination of how a LEC treats a CMRS call 1s dependent
on many factors, including the terms and conditions that would apply to the completion of the
call, potential costs of transport, and any and all other costs associated with completion of the
call." The answer does not explain how the factors listed affect how such a call 1s dialed. Thus,
from the answer given, 1t 1s impossible to know how a Coalition member determines whether a
call to the customer of a CMRS Providers should be dialed non-toll or toll. Such information 1s
relevant to the dialing panty 1ssue, and the CMRS providers are enutled to an appropriate

answer.



Interrogatory 28
This Interrogatory asks a simple question. boes each Coalition member provide calling
on a non-toll basis to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in each member's local calling area. This
question can be answered yes or no for each Coalitton member. Instead, the answer given
contains a lengthy discussion of various factors that might or mught not be involved in
determining whether a call should be made on a non-toll basis. The answer does not respond to
the question. For each Coalition member, the CMRS Providers are entitled to a simple yes or no,
and 1f the answer 1s yes, an explanation of the how such calls are routed.
Interrogatory 29
This Interrogatory asks 1f each Coalition member provides on a non-toll basis calling to
CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in Metropolitan Area Calling or Extended Area Service locales. Each
Coahitton member can answer this question yes or no. Instead, the answer states that a Coalition
member may route such traffic through a BellSouth trunk group "under circumstances where 1t
[the Coalition member] may not be aware that the traffic 1s terminated on a CMRS network."”
The CMRS Providers ask that this answer be clarnified. Are the Coalition members saying that
they will not intentionally provide local calling to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in Metropolitan Area

Calling or Extended Area Service locales?

CATEGORY FOUR: NON-RESPONSIVE ANSWERS
Several Coalition responses simply fail to answer the question asked. Other than evasion,
there 1s no common theme among these non-responses. Each must be examined separately to

understand the full measure of the Coalition's refusal to partictpate 1n meaningful discovery.
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Interrogatory 6

This interrogatory asks the Coalition members to 1dentify all carriers with whom traffic
1s exchanged on a bill and keep basis. (Issues 3 and 8 1n the Joint Issues Matrix.) The answer of
the Rural Coalition states: "The Coalition Members do not have 'bill and keep' arrangements."
The CMRS providers, however, did not ask 1f bill and keep "arrangements” exist. Interrogatory
6 seeks the names of all carners with which any Coahtion member exchanges traffic on a "bill
and keep basis," 1.e., without billing for reciprocal compensation. The interrogatory also
requests a description of traffic subject to such exchange. For example, all of the Coalition
members (except Highland Telephone Cooperative) currently exchange traffic with Cingular
Wireless without any billing for reciprocal compensation. Many other carners hikely fall into
this category. In the absence of appropriate cost data, or if the Coalition fails to rebut the
presumption of balanced traffic established in 47 CFR § 51.713(c), bill and keep 1s an
appropriate method of reciprocal compensation The information requested 1s therefore relevant

to this proceeding, and the CMRS Providers are entitled to an answer.

Interrogatory 18
This interrogatory asks 1f the Rural Coalition agrees that each member 1s obligated to
share the costs of direct interconnection facilities. (Issue 7B.) The Coalition answers: "In the
absence of a specific direct interconnection request and the establishment of a proposed point of
interconnection, 1t 1s not possible to address a proposal to share costs." The answer 1s not
responsive to the question. The CMRS Providers are not making a proposal to share costs.

Rather, Interrogatory 18 asks a simple question. Are the Rural Coalition Members obligated to



share the cost of a direct interconnection facility? This 1s an 1ssue 1n the arbitration, and a simple
yes or no will suffice.
Interrogatory 19

This 1nterrogatory asks if the Rural Coalition agrees to share the cost of facilities used for
indirect interconnection with the CMRS Providers. (Issue 5.) The answer states that the
Coalition members "have no obligation to incur any costs to transport traffic beyond their
respective network borders." The answer 1s silent, and therefore non-responsive, about the
portion of such facilities within the network borders of a Coalitton member. Do the Coalition
members agree to share the cost of facilities, within their network borders, used for indirect
interconnection between the CMRS Providers and Coalition members? This 1s also an issue 1n

the arbitration, and the CMRS Providers are entitled to an answer.

CONCLUSION

Even a cursory reading of the Coalition’s responses to the CMRS Providers'
interrogatories demonstrates an almost total unwillingness to participate in meaningful
discovery. This attitude 1s consistent with the conduct of the Coalition throughout negotiations
and now arbitration.

For example, despite repeated requests, the Coaliion members have refused to (1) enter
into intennm arrangements pursuant to 47 CFR § 51.715(a), (2) offer transport and termination
rates, or (3) provide cost studies or traffic data.

Now the Coalition refuses to answer obviously relevant interrogatories. Accordingly, the
CMRS Providers request an Order compelling adequate responses by the Coalitton. If the

Coalition will not provide the requested information 1n a timely manner (most especially cost
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studies and supporting data), then the TRA should bar the any attempt by the Coalition to

introduce such evidence at a later time 1n this proceeding.
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Stephen G. Kraskin
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Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Docket No. 03-00585; Tennessee Regulatory Authority
Gentlemen:

I am writing on behalf of the CMRS Providers in the captioned docket, regarding the
Rural Coalition's answers to the CMRS Providers' first set of interrogatories.! Thank you
for providing those answers. Some, however, are non-responsive, while others are
incomplete. Before bringing these matters to the attention of the Hearing Examiner, we
would like to give the Rural Coalition the opportunity to supplement its answers.

Although we will address each non-responsive/incomplete answer in some detail below,
we feel compelled to address one particular issue which permeates many of the Rural
Coalition’s responses; i e., the definition of “Telecommunications Traffic”. The Rural
Coalition appears to take the position that in the absence of a request for direct
interconnection, traffic which otherwise satisfies the definitions in 47 C.F.R. § 51.701(b)
is not “Telecommunications Traffic.” This is simply not the case.

“Telecommunications Traffic” is explicitly defined in the regulations, and the definition
is not dependent upon a request for interconnection (whether a request for direct or
indirect interconnection) or upon the existence of an interconnection agreement. The

' The CMRS Providers are Petitioners Verizon Wireless, AT& T Wireless, Cingular Wireless, Sprint

PCS and T-Mobile
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regulations define Telecommunication Traffic between a LEC and a CMRS provider to
include all traffic which at the beginning of a call, "originates and terminates within the
same Major Trading Area,” i.e., intraMTA traffic. Thus, all intraMTA calls from your
clients' customers to CMRS providers’ customers, and vice-versa, are considered
Telecommunications Traffic. The method by which that call is delivered or the status of
interconnection negotiations between the respective customer’s carriers is irrelevant for
these purposes. Accordingly, the CMRS Providers request that the Rural Coalition
supplement each and every response which relied on the Rural Coalition’s narrow and
otherwise flawed definition of Telecommunications Traffic.

In addition, following is a list of the Coalition responses that we believe are non-
responsive or incomplete, with a brief explanation of our reasoning.

Interrogatory 2: The Coalition's answer states: "Coalition members do not have
agreements for the exchange of Telecommunications Traffic that are not filed with the
TRA." However, Attachment A to the Coalition's response shows the following written
agreements that either have not been filed, or else have been filed but not produced:

1. Concord Telephone Exchange, Inc.--Knology (to be filed) and US Cellular (response
says copy to be sent separately, but no copy has been sent).

2. Highland Telephone Cooperative, Inc.--Eloqui (filed with the TRA but no docket
number given). We need the docket number for this one.

3. Humphreys County Telephone Company--Knology (to be filed).

4. Tellico Telephone Company, Inc.--Knology (to be filed) and US Cellular (response
says copy to be sent separately, but no copy has been sent).

5. Tennessee Telephone Company--Knology (to be filed).

Please provide either copies or docket numbers of the above contracts.

Interrogatory 3: The Coalition members claim in the answer to Interrogatory 2 that they
"do not have agreements for the exchange of Telecommunications Traffic that are not
filed with the TRA." So the Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 3 simply refers back to
the answer to Interrogatory 2. As discussed above, the Coalition appears to be refusing to
answer Interrogatory 3 on the ground that traffic exchanged with another carrier 1s not
treated as "Telecommunications Traffic" in the absence of a request for direct
interconnection. The answer, as given, is non-responsive, because the Coalition's
apparent definition of "Telecommunications Traffic" is inconsistent with the definition
given in the CMRS Providers' interrogatories: i.e., it " ... shall have the same meaning
as defined in 47 CFR § 51.701(b)(1) with respect to traffic between Respondent and a



telecommunications carrier other than a CMRS carrier,” and as defined in 47 CFR §
51.701(b)(2) with respect to traffic between Respondent and a CMRS carrier."?

Moreover, as also noted above, nothing in the definition of Telecommunications Traffic
presupposes or is conditioned on a request for interconnection.

The CMRS Providers are entitled to a response based upon the appropriate definition of
Telecommunications Traffic.

Interrogatory 4: The answer of the Rural Coalition simply refers to the answer to
Interrogatory 2 and refuses to respond further. Again, the answer is non-responsive.
Interrogatory 3 seeks the identification of all companies (other than the CMRS providers)
that any Rural Coalition Member has either originated or terminated Telecommunications
Traffic within the past twelve months without benefit of a filed interconnection
agreement. Interrogatory 4 seeks to discover if any Rural Coalition member has
exchanged traffic with any company listed in response to Interrogatory 3 pursuant to an
agreed rate for transport and termination, and if so, the amount of the rate as well as any
traffic ratios.

Interrogatory 6: The answer of the Rural Coalition states: "The Coalition Members do
not have 'bill and keep' arrangements." The CMRS providers did not ask if bill and keep
"arrangements" exist. We asked for the names of all telecommunications carriers with
which any Coalition member exchanges traffic on a "bill and keep basis," i.e., without
billing for reciprocal compensation. We also requested a description of traffic subject to
such exchange. For example, all of the Coalition members (except Highland Telephone
Cooperative) currently exchange traffic with Cingular Wireless without any billing for
reciprocal compensation. We suspect that many other carriers fall into this category and
believe that we are entitled to a response.

Interrogatory 8: The Coalition answer to this interrogatory simply refers to the
Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 7, which states that all transport and termination rates
were established "through voluntary negotiation." Interrogatory 8, however, asks
whether the rates so established are based on forward-looking costs. This 1s a straight-
forward question and can be easily answered. The implication of the Coalition's answer
is that the negotiated rates were not based on forward-looking costs. If that is the answer,
a simple "no" will suffice. If no cost studies were used to support the negotiated rates, a

* 47 CFR § 51 701(b)(1) defines "Telecommunications Traffic" as "telecommunications traffic exchanged
between a LEC and a telecommunications carrier other than a CMRS provider, except for
telecommunication traffic that 1s interstate or intrastate exchange access, information access, or exchange
services for such access "

347 CFR § 51 701(b)(2) defines "Telecommunications Traffic” as "telecommunications traffic exchanged
between a LEC and a CMRS provider that, at the beginning of the call, originates and terminates with the
same Major Trading Area, as defined 1n § 24 202(a) of this chapter "



simple "none" will suffice. However, the CMRS providers are clearly entitled to have
these questions answered.

Interrogatory 9: The Coalition answer states: "The Coalition Members have not
proposed rates . . . " The interrogatory, however, did not ask if the Coalition proposed
rates in the past. The interrogatory asks what rates does the Coalition now propose, as
part of the arbitration proceeding, for the exchange of traffic with the CMRS providers.
If the answer is that the Coalition is not now proposing rates as part of the arbitration,
then the Coalition should so state. If the Coalitions response is based on its flawed
redefinition of Telecommunications Traffic, then the supplemental response should be
revised to reflect the correct definition.

The Coalition response to this interrogatory also seems to rely on the Coalition’s position
that it has no obligation to interconnect on an indirect basis with the CMRS Providers.
This position has already been correctly repudiated by the TRA in the Hearing Officer’s
order denying the Coalition’s motion to dismiss, which order held, among other things,
that “ . . . the members of the Coalition are required to interconnect with each CMRS
provider, whether directly or indirectly, and to establish with each CMRS provider an
arrangement for reciprocal compensation for the exchange of telecommunications traffic
between a Coalition member and a CMRS provider.” Thus, to the extent that the
Coalition’s response to this (or any other interrogatory) is based on its flawed position
with respect to indirect interconnection, all such responses should be supplemented to
take into account the order described above.

Interrogatory 10: This interrogatory asks how the Coalition calculated the rates it
proposes in this arbitration proceeding for the exchange of traffic with CMRS providers.
The Coalition's answer refers to Interrogatory 9, in which the Coalition members state
that they have not, in the past, proposed any rates to the CMRS providers. For the
reasons stated above, this answer is non-responsive. Assuming that the Coalition
proposes rates in response to Interrogatory 9, the CMRS providers are entitled to ask, and
the Coalition members should answer, how those rates were calculated.

Interrogatory 11: This interrogatory requests cost support for any rates that the
Coalition proposes in this arbitration. The Coalition's answer refers to the answer to
Interrogatory 9, in which the Coalition states that it did not, during negotiations, propose
any rates. As discussed above, the Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 9 is non-
responsive. Thus, the Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 11 is also non-responsive. If
the Coalition is not now proposing any rates in the arbitration proceeding and thus does
not have any cost support to produce, then the Coalition should state this.

The CMRS Providers have been requesting cost support since negotiations started, and
the Coalition members have refused to provide it. We would remind you that 47 CFR §
51.301(c)(8)(ii) states that a "refusal by an incumbent LEC to furnish cost data that would



be relevant to setting rates if the parties were in arbitration” constitutes a breach of the
duty to negotiate in good faith. We believe that the Coalition members, by their refusal
to respond to Interrogatory 11, continue to be in breach of such duty.

Interrogatory 12: This interrogatory asks whether the rates that the Coalition proposes
in this arbitration for the exchange of traffic with the CMRS providers have been
approved by the TRA. The Coalition's answer refers to the answer to Interrogatory 9, in
which the Coalition states that it has not proposed any rates. As discussed above, the
Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 9 is non-responsive to the question asked. Thus, the
Coalition's answer to Interrogatory 12 is also non-responsive. If the Coalition is now
proposing any rates in response to Interrogatory 9, the Coalition members should answer
whether those proposed rates have been approved by the TRA.

Interrogatory 18: This interrogatory asks if the Rural Coalition agrees that each member
is obligated to share the costs of direct interconnection facilities. The Coalition answer
states: "In the absence of a specific direct interconnection request and the establishment
of a proposed point of interconnection, it is not possible to address a proposal to share
costs." The answer is not responsive to the question. The CMRS Providers are not
making a proposal to share costs. Rather, we are asking a simple question. Are the Rural
Coalition Members obligated to share the cost of a direct interconnection facility? A
simple yes or no will suffice.

Interrogatory 19: This interrogatory asks if the Rural Coalition agrees to share the cost
of facilities used for indirect interconnection with the CMRS Providers. The answer
states that the Coalition members "have no obligation to incur any costs to transport
traffic beyond their respective network borders." The answer is silent, and therefore non-
responsive, about the portion of such facilities within the network borders of a Coalition
member. Do the Coalition members agree to share the cost of facilities, within their
network borders, used for indirect interconnection between the CMRS Providers and
Coalition members?

Interrogatory 24: This interrogatory asks if the Coalition members send any
Telecommunications Traffic to the CMRS Providers through BellSouth tandem facilities.
You responded, “No." However, the answer to this interrogatory appears to rely on the
on the same flawed definition of Telecommunications Traffic used in response to
Interrogatory 3. Accordingly, please confirm that your answer to this interrogatory is
accurately applying the correct definition of Telecommunications Traffic explained
above.

Interrogatory 25: This interrogatory asks, if the Coalition members send any
Telecommunications Traffic to the CMRS Providers through BellSouth tandem facilities,



how that traffic is dialed by the Coalition member’s landline customers. You respond
with references to I-2 and 1-24, which , as is explained above, both rely on the Coalition’s
flawed definition of Telecommunications Traffic. If, in response to Interrogatory 1-24, the
Coalition identifies any traffic that it is sending though BellSouth tandems, the CMRS
Providers are entitled to know if those calls are dialed by Coalition end users on a non-
toll, 7 or 10 digit basis.

Interrogatory 26: Based on the same improper definition of "Telecommunications
Traffic" discussed in Interrogatory 3 and elsewhere, the Coalition claims that the only
"traffic relevant to this interrogatory" would be traffic exchanged by Coalition members
"pursuant to the interconnection agreements identified in Attachment A." Even with
respect to the small subset of the total traffic involved in this Interrogatory, the Coalition
does not give a responsive answer. The Interrogatory seeks the identity of each carrier
with whom a member of the Rural Coalition exchanges traffic through a BellSouth
tandem and if the Coalition member's customers may dial such other carrier on a non-toll,
7 or 10 digit basis. As to the small subset of traffic that the Coalition answer includes in
its response, the Coalition states: "Traffic transmitted under those agreement [identified
in Attachment A] would not be 'toll' traffic.” This implies, but does not state directly,
that customers of Coalition member may dial such other carrier on a non-toll, 7 or 10-
digit basis. As to this small subset of carriers, we would like a direct answer. Moreover,
the answer excludes all traffic exchanged without benefit of an approved interconnection
agreement. The CMRS Providers are entitled to a responsive answer as to all
"Telecommunications Traffic" as defined by FCC Regulations.

Interrogatory 27: This Interrogatory asks how the Coalition members determine if a call
to a CMRS Provider should be sent non-toll 7 digit, non-toll 10 digit, or 1+ toll. The
answer is responsive as to 7 digit and 10 digit non-toll dialing. As to how the
determination is made between non-toll and 1'+ toll, the answer states: "The
determination of how a LEC treats a CMRS call is dependent on many factors, including
the terms and conditions that would apply to the completion of the call, potential costs of
transport, and any and all other costs associated with completion of the call." The answer
does not explain how the factors listed affect how such a call is dialed. Thus, from the
answer given, it is impossible to know how a Coalition member determines whether a
call should be dialed non-toll or toll. Such information is important in the arbitration, and
the CMRS providers are entitled to an appropriate answer to the question.

Interrogatory 28: This Interrogatory asks a simple question. Does each Coalition
member provide calling on a non-toll basis to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in rate centers
within each member's local calling area. This question can be answered yes or no for
each Coalition member. Instead, the answer given contains a lengthy discussion of
various factors that might or might not be involved in determining whether a call should
be made on a non-toll basis. The answer does not, however, respond to the question. For



each Coalition member, the CMRS Providers are entitled to a simple yes or no, and if the
answer is yes, an explanation of the how those calls are routed.

Interrogatory 29: This Interrogatory asks if each Coalition member provides on a non-
toll basis calling to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in rate centers that are Metropolitan Area
Calling or Extended Area Service. Each Coalition member can answer this question yes
or no. Instead, the answer states that a Coalition member may route such traffic through
a BellSouth trunk group "under circumstances where it [the Coalition member] may not
be aware that the traffic is terminated on a CMRS network." We ask that this answer be
clarified. Are the Coalition members saying that they will not intentionally provide local
calling to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in rate centers that are Metropolitan Area Calling or
Extended Area Service?

Interrogatory 30: The Coalition objects to disclosing the number and type of lines
served by each Coalition member's switch(es). Such information, however, is both
relevant and necessary to determining the forward-looking costs of the local switching
element of transport and termination rates.

Interrogatory 31: This Interrogatory requests Coalition members to (i) identify Coalition
member tandem and end office switches; (ii) describe how CMRS traffic is received by
those switches from BellSouth and (ii) provide cost data relating to the facilities that (a)
connect any BellSouth tandem to any Coalition tandem or end office, and (b) are used to
transport traffic from any CMRS provider to any coalition member. This information is
relevant, in part, to determining each Coalition member's forward looking costs of the
transport element of transport and termination rates.

Although the Coalition members' switches are identified in Attachment A, you do not
indicate which switches you contend are tandems and which are end offices. Moreover,
no information is provided at all regarding the manner in which calls are terminated or
the cost of facilities The Coalition answer states: "The inquiry regarding how traffic
through the BellSouth tandem is handled, and the cost of facilities from the BellSouth
tandem to each Independent's network should be directed to BellSouth." However, the
Interrogatory does not seek to determine how BellSouth handles the traffic or what
BellSouth's costs are. Instead, the Interrogatory seeks information regarding how the
Coalition members receive the traffic from BellSouth and what each Coalition member's
costs, if any, are for the facilities from the BellSouth tandem to each Coalition member's
network. The CMRS Providers are entitled to an answer to this Interrogatory.

Interrogatory 36: The Coalition’s response incorporates its previous response to
Interrogatory No. 2 and thus appears to rely on the on the same flawed definition of
Telecommunications Traffic. Accordingly, please confirm that your answer to this
interrogatory is accurately applying the correct definition of Telecommunications Traffic



explained above. The response also seems to incorporate the Coalition response to
Interrogatory No. 9 and should be supplemented accordingly.

Interrogatory 37: The Coalition members object (on grounds of relevancy) to producing
audited financial statements for 2000, 2001, 2002 and 2003. Such statements are relevant
for determining forward looking costs for transport and termination and as such should be
produced.

Interrogatory 38: The Coalition members object (on grounds of relevancy) to producing
copies of their most recent access cost studies. Such studies are relevant, because access
rates are not appropriate as transport and termination charges. Thus, an access cost study
will demonstrate a range below which transport and termination charges should lie. An
access cost study will also show imbedded costs, which are not included in the TELRIC
methodology and thus must be excluded from transport and termination charges. The
requested access cost studies should therefore be produced.

Because of the compressed procedural schedule in the consolidated docket, we request
that the Rural Coalition's supplemental answers be provided in electronic format not later
than April 30, 2004.

Sincerely,

Paul Walters, Jr.
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FAX (405) 348-1151
May 7, 2004
Via e-mail and Federal Express

William T. Ramsey

Neal & Harwell, PLC

2000 One Nashville Place
150 Fourth Avenue North
Nashville, Tennessee 37219

Stephen G. Kraskin

Kraskin, Lesse & Cosson, LLC
2120 L St. N.W.

Suite 520

Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Docket No. 03-00585; Tennessee Regulatory Authority
Gentlemen:

I am writing on behalf of the CMRS Providers' in the captioned docket, regarding the
status of discovery.

On April 27, 2004, the CMRS Providers provided you with a detailed letter regarding the
inadequate responses submitted by the Rural Coalition to the interrogatories previously

propounded by the CMRS Providers. In that letter, we requested a written response by
April 30, 2004.

This letter 1s being sent May 7, 2004, and the CMRS Providers still have not received a
written response.

Mr. Ramsey did contact me by telephone and asked to set up a conference call to discuss
both the CMRS Providers' and the Rural Coalition's discovery issues When I suggested
a call during the week of May 10-14, Mr. Ramsey indicated that he would be tied up 1n
depositions the entire week. He indicated that May 18 was the earliest he could
participate in a conference call.

: The CMRS Providers are Petitioners Verizon Wireless, AT&T Wireless, Cingular Wireless, Sprint
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I asked if Mr. Kraskin could participate in such a call prior to the 18", Mr. Ramsey
indicated that he (Mr. Ramsey) needed to be on the call because it was a discovery
matter.

Mr. Ramsey also asked if the CMRS Providers would be willing to submit a joint letter to
the Hearing Officer in an effort to resolve any discovery disputes remaining after the
conference call.

Please note that the timeline proposed by the Rural Coalition simply will not work within
the compressed arbitration schedule Direct testimony is due June 3, and the CMRS
Providers need responses to interrogatories in time to prepare testimony.

Nonetheless, in an effort to resolve the discovery dispute on an informal basis, we are
willing to wait until close of business on May 11 to receive the Rural Coalition's
supplemental discovery responses. However, if the Coalition elects not to respond by
that date, or its responses are otherwise inadequate, the CMRS Providers intend to file a
motion to compel and ask for an expedited hearing.

The CMRS Providers remain willing to discuss any outstanding discovery issues with
you on May 18", regardless of the status of our motion to compel. To the extent that
discovery disputes can be resolved on such a call, we would obviously modify or
withdraw our motion accordingly.

Sincerely,

Paul Walters, Jr



May 11, 2004

Paul Walters, Jr., Esq.

The Walters Law Firm

15 East First Street

P O Box 2405

Edmond, Oklahoma 73083-2405

Re. Docket No. 03-00585; Tennessee Regulatory Authority
Dear Mr. Walters:

I received your letter of May 7, 2004, and, as I expressed 1n my telephone conversation, 1
am sorely disappointed 1n the position and attitude expressed 1n your letter. As you know, the
original scheduling order in this case required all parties to file their discovery responses on or
before March 29. The Coalition met that deadline. We did not learn until after we had served
our responses that the hearing officer had stayed the proceedings. As a result, the CMRS
Providers received a copy of our responses on March 29, and we received copies of the
responses of the CMRS Providers exactly one month later, on April 29, the postponed date for
responses.

As set forth 1n your letter, the CMRS Providers sent an April 27, 2004 letter detailing
alleged inadequate discovery responses submitted by the Coalition. In that letter, you did request
a wrntten response by April 30, 2004 I mught point out to you that, at the time the CMRS
Providers wrote the letter, you had had our responses for almost a month You sent the letter
demanding supplementation two days before you even submitted your responses on Aprl 29!
Incredibly, the CMRS Providers demanded a response by April 30, three days later, and one day
after you had submitted your responses to the Coalition. I contacted you and pointed out to you
that the position of the CMRS Providers was unreasonable given the fact that the CMRS
Providers had had our responses a full month before we got the responses from the CMRS
Providers. Now, the CMRS Providers are seeking to take unfair advantage of 1ts serendipitous
receipt of the Coalition’s responses one full month before they were actually due.
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Paul Walters, Jr., Esq.
May 11, 2004
Page 2

In my conversations with you, I suggested that we have a “meet and confer” meeting
(erther face-to-face or by telephone) where we could discuss the alleged inadequacies asserted by
the CMRS Providers and the madequacies that the Coalition finds in the CMRS Providers’
responses. You agreed that was a reasonable position.

Indeed, based on our discussions, we agreed that we would request that the hearing
officer cancel the status conference to give us time to have a “meet and confer” on discovery
responses and submit a unified position paper to the hearing officer to streamline the discovery
process. We had already begun the process of addressing your discovery issues with our
member clients, with an eye toward the May 18 date we had suggested, the date we believed, 1n
good faith, would be the “meet and confer” date.

In spite of what you agreed to be a perfectly reasonable position of the Coalition, you, on
behalf of the other CMRS Providers, called me late in the day (approximately 5:30 or 6:00 pm)
on May 7, the Friday before Mother’s Day. You informed me of the new position of the CMRS
Providers. You also e-mailed and Federal Expressed a letter dated May 7 setung forth the
obviously unreasonable and unfair position taken by the CMRS Providers

In your letter, on behalf of the CMRS Providers, you demand “supplemental discovery
responses” by the close of business on May 11. You state that, 1f the Coalition does not respond
by that date, the CMRS Providers “intend to file a motion to compel and ask for an expedited
hearing.”

As I explained to you 1n our telephone conversation on May 7, the position taken by the
CMRS Providers 1s unreasonable and unfair As stated above, you had our discovery responses a
full month before we had yours. It 1s obvious that the CMRS Providers are trying to take unfair
advantage of the fact that the Coalition members provided their discovery responses a month
before they were actually due.

As I also explained to you 1n our telephone conversation, based upon these actions, 1t 1s
obvious that the CMRS providers do not intend to seek to resolve our discovery dispute by
agreement and 1n good faith. Rather, the CMRS Providers seek to turn discovery into a highly
adversarial process. Consequently, I see no reason to have a “meet and confer” meeting, even
though I believe that 1s by far the best way to resolve discovery disputes.

I will follow the CMRS Providers’ lead, and we will resolve all discovery issues by time
consuming and expensive motions to compel I will also contact Ms. Beals and ask her to
reschedule a status conference, since I agreed to cancel the prior one based on my understanding
of our agreement. I want to bring all of these matters to her attention as soon as possible.



Paul Walters, Jr., Esq.
May 11, 2004
Page 3

Again, I am deeply saddened and disappointed by the position taken by the CMRS
Providers. Iurge you to rethink your position and try to resolve our differences by agreement in
a “meet and confer” as I originally suggested, and as I thought we had originally agreed.

Sincerely,

William T. Ramsey
/meh

cc: Stephen G Kraskin



Paul Walters, Jr., Esq.
May 11, 2004
Page 4

bcec.  Ms. Desda Hutchins
Ms. Susan Smith
Mr. Levoy Knowles
Mr. David Dickey
Ms. Lera Roark
Mr. Bruce H. Mottern
Mr. Jeff Handley

(All sent via e-mail and first-class mail)
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May 13, 2004
Via e-mail and Federal Express

William T. Ramsey

Neal & Harwell, PLC

2000 One Nashville Place
150 Fourth Avenue North
Nashville, Tennessee 37219

Stephen G. Kraskin

Kraskin, Lesse & Cosson, LLC
2120 L St. N.W.

Suite 520

Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Docket No. 03-00585, Tennessee Regulatory Authority
Gentlemen:

I am writing on behalf of the CMRS Providers' in response to Mr. Ramsey's
correspondence of May 11, 2004, in which Mr. Ramsey claims that the CMRS Providers
have adopted a "new position" regarding discovery disputes. This is not the case. The
CMRS Providers’ primary interest has been, and continues to be, to receive complete
answers to discovery requests which were propounded to the Coalition members almost
two months ago and to do so as efficiently and quickly as possible.

To that end, the CMRS Providers (a) provided the Coalition members with a letter
on April 27, 2004, detailing the numerous deficiencies in the Coalition discovery
responses and (b) agreed to meet and confer to discuss these deficiencies (as well as any
issues the Coalition members might have with the CMRS discovery responses).
However, given your inability/unwillingness to meet until May 18, 2004, the lack of any
other substantive response to our letter of April 27", and the compressed procedural
schedule we are all subject to, the CMRS Providers also feel compelled to file a motion
to compel in order to ensure that these issues can be addressed in a timely manner and
that the current procedural schedule can be maintained. As it stands, the CMRS

! The CMRS Providers are Petitioners Verizon Wireless, AT&T Wireless, Cingular Wireless, Sprint
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Providers are already at a distinct disadvantage n filing their direct testimony on June 3™
given the refusal by the Coalition members to provide substantive responses to our
discovery requests.

Moreover, as noted in my letter of May 7" the CMRS Providers have committed
to modify or withdraw the motion to the extent our issues are resolved through informal
processes. Thus, we are both perplexed and disappointed by Mr. Ramsey’s statement that
he sees “no reason to have a ‘meet and confer’ meeting” even though he acknowledges
that this is the “best way to resolve discovery disputes.”

The CMRS Providers note that Mr. Ramsey's letter indicates a desire to set
another status conference and argue the discovery issues to the Hearing Officer We are
not opposed to that idea. On the contrary, we welcome it. Since Mr. Ramsey told me on
May 5 that he was unavailable for the "meet and confer" conference from May 10 to May
17, the status conference will, of necessity, have to be rescheduled on the 18" or soon
thereafter. We therefore suggest that we hold the "meet and confer" conference on the
18" and follow that with the status conference, at which time we will discuss with the
Hearing Officer any remaining discovery disputes. Our motion to compel will provide all
parties with the appropriate mechanism to address any such disputes.

On behalf of the CMRS Providers, I would also note that Mr. Ramsey’s letter is
factually inaccurate. Although in the course of our May 5™ telephone conversation, Mr.
Ramsey suggested a "meet and confer" conference on May 18, 2004, followed by a joint
filing concerning any remaining discovery disputes, I could not and did not agree to such
an arrangement. Instead, I clearly indicated to Mr Ramsey that I would have to check
with both my own client (Cingular Wireless) and counsel for the other CMRS providers
involved in the arbitration. The CMRS Providers did suggest that the May 6 status
conference be cancelled while the parties attempted to work out their differences. Mr.
Ramsey agreed to the cancellation. My phone call and letter of May 7, 2004 -- in which |
informed Mr. Ramsey that we felt we needed to file our motion and we agreed to meet
with you on the May 18" (and to modify our motion if appropriate) -- were the response
of the CMRS Providers to Mr. Ramsey's May 5 proposal.

On a final note, Mr. Ramsey alleges that the CMRS Providers "are seeking to take
unfair advantage of its serendipitous receipt of the Coalition's responses one full month
before they were actually due." This is not the case. Our own responses to Coalition
discovery were timely made April 29, 2004--two weeks ago. In our phone conversations,
Mr. Ramsey indicated a belief that certain responses of the CMRS Providers are
inadequate, but he did not elaborate. If the Coalition has concerns with specific
responses of the CMRS Providers, please let us know, preferably in writing. We can
discuss Coalition concerns on the 18", or sooner if you are able

Sincerely,

Paul Walters, Jr.
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In Re: LRIV VR ENEUFIONN NS
Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Consolidated Docket
Wireless For Arbitration Under the No. 03-00585

Telecommunications Act of 1996
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FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES OF THE CMRS PROVIDERS
DIRECTED TO EACH OF THE MEMBERS OF THE RURAL
COALITION OF SMALL LECs AND COOPERATIVES

Petitioners Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless™),
AT&T Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Wireless (“AT&T Wireless™), BellSouth
Mobility LLC; BellSouth Personal Communications, LLC; Chattanooga MSA
Limited Partnership, collectively d/b/a Cingular Wireless (“Cingular Wireless™),
Sprint Spectrum L.P. d/b/a Sprint PCS (“Sprint PCS”), and T-Mobile USA, Inc.
(“T-Mobile”), collectively referred to herein as the CMRS Providers, propound
this First Set of Interrogatories separately and independently upon each member of
the Rural Coalition of Small LECs and Cooperatives, referred to separately and
individually herein as Respondent, pursuant to the Rules of the Tennessee
Regulatory Authority (“TRA” or “Authority”) and the Tennessee Rules of Civil

Procedure. These Interrogatories include requests for copies of documents as

provided by the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure. Answers must be served

-
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consistent with the Procedural Schedule issued by the Hearing Officer in this
matter. Each member of the Rural Coalition should provide separate answers to
these Interrogatories, except to the extent that the answer to a particular question is
the same for all or some portion of the Coalition members.

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

1. "And" and "Or" shall mean "and/or."

2. “Affiliate” shall have the meaning as defined in 47 USC § 153(1).

3. “Communication" or "communications" shall mean all meetings,
conversations, conferences, discussions, correspondence, messages, telegrams,
telefax, mailgrams, and all oral and written expressions or other occurrences
whereby thoughts, opinions or data are transmitted between two or more persons.

4. “CMRS” and “Commercial Mobile Radio Service” shall have the
meaning defined and used by the Federal Communications Commission. See 47
C.F.R. §§20.3,20.9(a)(4), (7), (11).

5. "Concerning" and "concern" shall mean memoﬁalizing, mentioning,
to be connected with, comprising, consisting, indicating, describing, referring,
relating to, evidencing, showing, discussing, or involving in any way whatsoever
the subject matter of the Interrogatory.

6. "Documents" as used herein shall mean every original and every
non-identical copy of any original of all mechanically written, handwritten, typed
or printed material, electronically stored data, microfilm, microfiche, sound

recordings, films, photographs, slides, and other physical objects of every kind and
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description containing stored information, including but not limited to, all

transcripts, letters, notes, memoranda, tapes, records, telegrams, periodicals,

pamphlets, brochures, circulars, advertisements, leaflets, reports, research studies,

test data, working papers, drawings, maps, sketches, diagrams, blueprints, graphs,

charts,

diaries, logs, agreements, contracts, rough drafts, analyses, ledgers,

inventories, financial information, books of account, understandings, minutes of

meetings, minute books, resolutions, assignments, computer printouts, purchase

orders,

invoices, bills of lading, written memoranda or notes of oral

communications, and any other tangible thing of whatever nature.

1545265 1

7. “Identify” or “state the identity of” means:

(@) In the case of a person, to state the name; last known
residence; employer or business affiliation; and occupation and business
position held.

(b)  In the case of a company, to state the name; if incorporated,
the place of incorporation; the principal place of business; and the identity
of the person(s) having knowledge of the matter with respect to which the
company is named.

()  Inthe case of a document, to state the identity of the person(s)
who prepared it; the sender and recipient; the title or a description of the
general nature of the subject matter; the date of preparation; the date and

manner of distribution and publication; the location of each copy and the




identity of the present custodian; and the identity of the person(s) who can

identify it.

(d) In the case of an act or event, to state a complete description
of the act or event; when it occurred; where it occurred; the 1dentity of the
person(s) performing said act (or omission); the identity of all persons who
have knowledge, information or belief about the act; when the act, event, or
omission first became known; the circumstances; the manner in which such
knowledge was first obtained; and the documents or other writings which
memorialize the instance.

8. "Oral communication" shall mean any verbal conversation or other
statement from one person to another, including but not limited to, any interview,
conference, meeting or telephone conversation.

9. "Person" or "Persons" shall mean any individual, association,
partnership, corporation, firm, organization, or entity.

10.  "Refer," "referring to," "relate," and "relating to" shall mean having
a legal, factual or logical connection, relationship, correlation, or association with
the subject matter of the request.

»n

11.  “Respondent,” "you” and “your” shall mean or refer to each member
of the Rural Independent Coalition separately and individually, its predecessor(s),

if any, as well as its divisions, parent and subsidiary entities, all related companies,

and the officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives, and other personnel
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thereof, and any entity through which Respondent provides telephone service in
Tennessee.

12. “Telecommunications carrier” shall have the same meaning as
defined in 47 USC § 153(44).

13. “Telecommunications service” shall have the same meaning as
defined in 47 USC § 153(46).

14.  “Telecommunications Traffic” shall have the same meaning as
defined in 47 CFR § 51.701(b)(1) with respect to traffic between Respondent and
a Telecommunications carrier other than a CMRS carrier, and as defined in 47
CFR § 51.701(b)(2) with respect to traffic between Respondent and a CMRS
carrier.

15.  “BellSouth” shall mean BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., an
incumbent local exchange carrier which provides telecommunications services in
Tennessee.

16.  "Verizon Wireless" shall Imean Cellco Partnership; Verizon Wireless
Tennessee Partnership, collectively d/b/a Verizon Wireless.

17.  “AT&T Wireless” shall mean AT&T Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a
AT&T Wireless.

18.  “Cingular Wireless” shall mean BellSouth Mobility LLC; BellSouth
Personal Communications, LLC; Chattanooga MSA Limited Partnership,
collectively d/b/a Cingular Wireless.

19. “Sprint PCS” shall mean Sprint Spectrum L.P. d/b/a Sprint PCS.
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20.  “T-Mobile” shall mean T-Mobile USA, Inc. and its Affiliates,
including PowerTel Memphis, Inc., PowerTel Kentucky, Inc., PowerTel
Birmingham, Inc. and PowerTel Atlanta, Inc.

21. “CMRS Providers” shall mean Verizon Wireless, AT&T Wireless,
Cingular Wireless, Sprint PCS and T-Mobile collectively.

22.  “CMRS carrier(s)” shall mean any and all Telecommunications
carriers that are authorized to provide wireless Telecommunications service within
the State of Tennessee.

23.  Unless otherwise noted or required by context, the relevant
geographic area covered by these requests is the State of Tennessee.

24.  Words of gender shall be construed as including all genders, without
limitation.

25.  Words in the singular shall be construed to mean the plural or vice
VETsa as appropriate.

26. If you object to any Interrogatory or Interrogatory subpart, or
otherwise withhold responsive information because of the claim of privilege, work
product, or other grounds:

(a) identify the Interrogatory question and subpart to which
objection or claim of privilege is made;
(b)  state whether the information is found in a document, oral

communication, or in some other form;
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(c)  identify all grounds for objection or assertion of privilege,
and set forth the factual basis for assertion of the objection or claim of
privilege;

(d)  identify the information withheld by description of the topic
or subject matter, the date of the communication, and the participants; and

(¢)  identify all persons having knowledge of any facts relating to
your claim of privilege.

27. If you object to any portion of an Interrogatory, explain your
objection and answer the remainder.

28. The information requested herein is intended to include all
knowledge and information of Respondent in its corporate capacity, and includes,
unless otherwise specifically indicated, its predecessors, agents, legal
representatives, divisions, subsidiary entities, both controlled and wholly-owned,
and all other related companies (as defined by 15 U.S.C. § 1127), and the past and
present officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives, attorneys and other
personnel thereof, as well as each entity through which Respondent provides
telephone service in Tennessee.

29.  These Interrogatories are deemed continuing in nature, requiring
Respondent to serve upon Petitioners further responses promptly after Respondent

has acquired additional knowledge or information.
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INTERROGATORIES
I. EXISTING ARRANGEMENTS

A. Written Agreements

I-1.  Excluding the CMRS Providers, please identify  each
Telecommunications  carrier \to whom you have originated any
Telecommunications Traffic or from whom you have terminated any
Telecommunications Traffic either directly or indirectly during the past 12 months
pursuant to a written agreement. For each Telecommunications carrier identified
in response to Interrogatory I-1 with whom a written agreement exists and was
filed with the TRA, please identify the Docket No. and sufficient additional detail
to permit a copy of such agreement, including any and all amendments thereto, to
be requested and obtained from the TRA.

I-2. For each Telecommunications carrier identified in response to
Interrogatory I-1 with whom a written agreement exists that has not been filed
with the TRA, please provide a copy of such agreement, as well as all amendments
thereto.

B. Unwritten Agreements

I-3.  Excluding the CMRS Providers, please identify each
Telecommunications  carrier to whom you have originated any
Telecommunications Traffic or from whom you have terminated any
Telecommunications Traffic either directly or indirectly during the past 12 months

without the benefit of a written agreement.
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I-4.  For each Telecommunications carrier identified in response to
Interrogatory 1-3, please identify whether the traffic is being originated or
terminated based upon agreed terms and, if so, please identify any agreed upon
rate for the termination and/or transport of such traffic, traffic ratio(s) and (if the
Telecommunications carrier is a CMRS carrier) interMTA factor(s).

C. Affiliates

I-5.  Please identify each Telecommunications carrier identified in
response to Interrogatory I-1, I-2 or I-3 that is either an Affiliate to you, or is an
Affiliate to another person or entity to which you are also an Affiliate.

D. Bill and Keep Agreements

I-6.  Provide the names of all Telecommunications carriers with which
you currently exchange any traffic on a bill and keep basis.

a. Describe the traffic subject to such agreement.

b. Describe how the traffic subject to bill and keep is routed and rated.

II. BASIS FOR TRANSPORT AND TERMINATION RATES

I-7.  For each transport rate, termination rate and interconnection facility
rate that may be contained in an agreement identified in response to Interrogatories
I-1 (written agreements filed with the TRA), I-2 (written but unfiled agreements)

and/or I-3 (unwritten agreements), please describe how the rate, and each of its

elements, is calculated.
I-8.  For each transport rate, termination rate and interconnection facility

rate described in response to Interrogatory I-6, please state whether you contend
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that the rate is based on the forward-looking economic cost for you to provide
such transport, termination, and interconnection facility, and provide a copy of
each and every cost study, including all supporting documentation relating to
establishment of such rates.

I-9.  What are the respective rates that each Respondent proposes for
transport and termination of (a) Telecommunications Traffic exchanged on a direct
basis with the CMRS Providers and (b) Telecommunications Traffic exchanged on
an indirect basis with the CMRS Providers?

I-10. For each rate provided in response to Interrogatory I-8 (regarding
rates proposed for the transportation and termination of Telecommunications
Traffic exchanged with the CMRS Providers), please describe how the rate, and
each of its elements, is calculated. Please include in your answer identification of
each distinct network function that you contend is required to provide each
termination arrangement.

I-11.  For each rate provided in response to Interrogatory I-8 (regarding
rates proposed for the transportation and termination of Telecommunications
Traffic exchanged with the CMRS Providers), please identify and provide copies
of all cost models, cost inputs, and cost assumptions relating to the rate, projected
traffic demand and growth assumptions, including all supporting documentation of
any network functionality that you use to terminate a call originated by the CMRS
Providers. Please include in your response functioning electronic copies of the

cost models, populated with the inputs and assumptions used by Respondent, in a
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format that allows the user to change inputs and assumptions and recalculate
results.

I-12. Have any of the rates that you propose for transport and termination
of Telecommunications Traffic exchanged with the CMRS Providers been
approved by the TRA? If so, please identify the decision and provide a copy.

III. FACILITIES AND TRANSIT COSTS

A. Combined Traffic Delivered Over Same Trunk Group

I-13. Please identify where (i.e., physical interconnection location(s)) and
how (i.e. type of trunk group, and nature of traffic currently exchanged over each
trunk group) Respondent’s network is currently interconnected with the BellSouth
network.

I-14. Do you contend that you need to install any additional facilities or
augment any existing facilities in order to provide direct or indirect connection to
the CMRS Providers pursuant to the interconnection agreement that is the subject
of this proceeding? If so, please describe in detail the additional and augmented
facilities and state why they are necessary.

I-15. Does BellSouth currently combine CMRS Provider traffic with other
traffic types and deliver such combined traffic to you over the same trunk
group(s)? If so, please identify each trunk group over which combined traffic is
delivered to you by BellSouth, and each type of traffic that you contend BellSouth

has combined for delivery over that trunk group.
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I-16. For each type of traffic that BellSouth delivers to you, please state
what call detail information BellSouth provides to you, if any, that identifies such
traffic by traffic type, message quantity, call duration, or originating party.

I-17. Do you currently bill inter-exchange carriers (IXCs) for either
originating or terminating minutes of use? If so, please describe what call detail
information is provided to you by BellSouth and/or the IXCs, if any, which you in
turn use to bill the IXC(s)? Is the IXC traffic combined with other traffic?

B. Shared Facility Costs

I-18. Does Respondent agree that it is obligated to share with the CMRS
Providers the cost of the facilities used for direct interconnection between the
CMRS Providers and Respondent? If so, please describe in detail your proposal
for the sharing of the cost of the facilities? If not, explain the legal basis for your
position.

I-19. Does Respondent agree to share with BellSouth the cost of the
facilities used for indirect interconnection between the CMRS Providers and
Respondent? If so, please describe in detail your proposal for the sharing of the
cost of the facilities?

1-20. If a CMRS Provider orders an interconnection facility that directly
connects a Respondent switch to the CMRS Provider’s switch located outside
Respondent’s geographic service area boundary, does Respondent contend that it
is relieved of the responsibility to share the cost associated with the portion of the

interconnection facility that extends beyond Respondent’s exchange boundary? If
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so, please identify the authority that relieves Respondent of such cost sharing
responsibility.

C. Transit Costs

I-21. Does Respondent contend that there is any FCC Rule or other
authority which requires transit charges associated with the delivery of land-
originated Telecommunications traffic sent through a third-party tandem to be paid
by the terminating CMRS provider? If so, please identify the rule(s) or other
authority.

IV. TRAFFIC RATIOS

I-22. What is the approximate ratio of (a) Telecommunications Traffic
originated by your landline customers and delivered to each of the CMRS
Providers (land-to-mobile) to (b) Telecommunications Traffic that each of the
CMRS Providers respectively originates to you (mobile-to-land)?

I-23. With respect to any traffic ratio identified in Interrogatory 1-20,
please provide all supporting data, including but not limited to traffic studies,
traffic reports, and any other documentation which supports that traffic ratio.

V. ROUTING AND DIALING PARITY

I1-24. Is Respondent currently sending any Telecommunications Traffic
originated by its landline customers to any of the CMRS Providers through trunk
groups which connect Respondent to BellSouth tandem facilities? If so, please

state the monthly volume of that Telecommunications traffic.
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I-25. If Respondent is currently sending any Telecommunications Traffic
originated by its landline customers to any of the CMRS Providers through trunk
groups which connect Respondent to BellSouth’s tandem facilities, to what extent
is that traffic dialed by Respondent’s landline customers on a non-toll, 7 or 10
digit basis?

I-26. Excluding the CMRS Providers, does Respondent send any
Telecommunications Traffic originated by its landline customers to any other
Telecommunications carrier, or terminate Telecommunications Traffic from any
other Telecommunications carrier, through trunk groups which connect
Respondent to BellSouth tandem facilities? If so, please identify each
Telecommunications carrier, and state to what extent traffic originated by
Respondent’s landline customers to such Telecommunications carrier may be
dialed on a non-toll, 7 or 10 digit basis.

I-27. Please describe how Respondent determines whether a call
originated by one of Respondent’s landline customers to a CMRS carrier’s NPA-
NXX should be sent as either a) a non-toll 7 digit dialed call, b) a non-toll 10 digit
dialed call, or ¢) a 1+ toll call.

I-28. Please identify whether or not Respondent provides calling from its
landlines to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in rate centers that are within Respondent’s
local calling area on a non-toll basis. Please describe how such calls are routed.

I-29. Please identify whether or not Respondent provides calling from its

landlines to CMRS NPA-NXXs rated in rate centers that are Metropolitan Area
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Calling (“MAC”) plan or Extended Area Service (“EAS”) rate centers on a non-
toll basis. Please describe how such calls are routed.
V. SWITCH INFORMATION

[-30. Identify all switches owned by you, the wire center location and
CLLI codes in which each switch is located, the number of switched residential,
business, and public lines served by each switch, and the number of non-switched
(e.g., special access, dedicated circuits, etc.) served out of each wire center
belonging to you

I-31. Identify each tandem and end office switch owned by you, describe
how traffic originated by the CMRS Providers is received by each tandem or end
office from BellSouth, and identify and describe all arrangements related to the
cost of the facilities used to transit this traffic to each tandem or end office.

I-32. For each ICO tandem or end office switch you own, describe in
detail how traffic from your customers is delivered to the customers' IXC(s), and
describe all arrangements related to the cost of the facilities used to carry this
traffic.

I-33. Identify all of your tandem or end office switches connected to a
BellSouth tandem with two-way Feature Group C trunks.

I-34. Identify all of your tandem switches which are connected to end-
offices of other Telecommunications carriers as well as the name(s) of those

Telecommunications carriers.
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VI. MISCELLANEOUS

I-35. Does Respondent have an Affiliate relationship with either another
Telecommunications carrier, or is Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that
has an Affiliate, which offers intra-lata toll or IXC services to Respondent’s
landline customers? If so, please identify the Telecommunications carrier that
offers such services to Respondent’s landline customers.

I-36. Does Respondent contend there is any FCC Rule or other authority
that excludes the reciprocal compensation requirements of 47 U.S.C. § 251(b) (5)
from applying to land-originated Telecommunications Traffic that is delivered to a
CMRS carrier via an intra-lata toll or IXC? If so, please identify each FCC rule or
other authority that provides such an exclusion.

I-37. Provide copies of your audited financial statements for 2000, 2001,

2002 and 2003.
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I-38. Provide a copy of your most recent access rate cost study.

DATED: /%wcé

/72004
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J. Barclay
Melvin J, lone
Miller artin, PLLC

1200 One Nashville Place
-150 4™ Avenue North

Nashville, Tennessee 37219-2433
(615) 244-9270

Counsel for Cellco Partnership d/b/a
Verizon Wireless

On Behalf of the CMRS Providers
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on ﬂamﬁ /7, 2004, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing has been served on the parties of record, via the method indicated:

IN] Hand William T. Ramsey
[ 1 Mail Neal & Harwell
[ 1 Facsimile 150 Fourth Avenue North, Suite 2000
[ 1] Overnight Nashville, TN 37219-2498
[ ‘] Hand Stephen G. Kraskin
\}\l] Mail Kraskin, Lesse & Cosson, LLP
[ 1 Facsimile 2120 L Street NW, Suite 520
[ 1] Overight Washington, D.C. 20037
R\/ | Electronically
[ ] Hand Henry Walker
] Mail Boult, Cummings, Conners & Berry, PLC
[ 1 Facsimile 414 Union Street, Suite 1600
[ 1 Ovemight PO Box 198062
~. Nashville, TN 37219
W] Hand J. Gray Sasser
[ ] Mail Miller & Martin LLP
[ 1 Facsimile 1200 One Nashville Place
[ ] Ovemight 150 Fourth Avenue North
Nashville, Tennessee 37219
[ 1] Hand Paul Walters, Jr.
NJ  Mail 15 East 1% Street
[ 1 Facsimile Edmond, OK 73034
[ ] Overnight
[ 1 Hand Mark J. Ashby
\[\l] Mail Cingular Wireless
[ 1 Facsimile 5565 Glennridge Connector
[ 1] Overnight Suite 1700

Atlanta, GA 30342
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[ ] Hand Suzanne Toller
W\‘] Mail Davis Wright Tremaine LLP
[ ] Facsimile One Embarcadero Center, #600
[ 1 Ovemight San Francisco, CA 94111-3611
[ ] Hand Beth K. Fujimoto
ko] Mail AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.
[ ] Facsimile 7277 164™ Ave., NE
[ 1 Overnight Redmond, WA 90852
[ ] Hand James B. Wright
™) Mail Sprint
[ ] Facsimile 14111 Capital Boulevard
[ 1 Overnight Wake Forest, NC 27587
[ ] Hand Charles McKee
K] Mail Sprint PCS
[ ] Facsimile 6450 Sprint Parkway, MailStop 2A553
[ 1 Overnight Overland Park, KS 66251
[ ] Hand Elaine Critides
] Mail Verizon Wireless
[ 1 Facsimile 1300 I Street, N.W.
[ 1 Overnight Washington, D.C. 20005
[ ] Hand Dan Menser
] Mail Sr. Corporate Counsel
[ ] Facsimile T-Mobile USA, Inc.
[ 1 Ovemight 12920 SE 38" Street
Bellevue, WA 98006
[ ] Hand Marin Fettman
[\ Mail Corporate Counsel, Regulatory Affairs
[ 1 Facsimile T-Mobile USA, Inc.
[ 1 Overnight 12920 SE 38" Street
Bellevue, WA 98006
[ ] Hand Leon M. Bloomfield
}\‘] Mail Wilson & Bloomfield LLP
[ ] Facsimile 1901 Harrison St., Suite 1630
]

Overnight

Oakland, CA 94612
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M ﬂ\A

Melvin J/¥lalone
J. Barclgy Phillips
Miller& Martin, PLLC

1545265 1 20



-

BETORE THE
TENNFSSFE RFGULATORY AUTHORITY

IN RE:

Gencric Docket Addressing Rural Universal Senvice Docket [vo. 00-00523

Petition of Celleo Partnership d/b/a Vericon Wireless Docket No 03-00585

for Arbitration under the T'eleccommunications Act

RESPONSFE OF THE RURAL COALITON OF SMALL LECs
AND COOPERATIVES TO THE FIRST SET QF INTERROGATORIFS OF THF CMRS
PROVIDLERS

on behalf of

Ardmore Telephone Company, Inc.

Ben Lomand Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Bledsoe Telephone Couperative
CenturyTel of Adamwille, loc.

CenturyTel of Claihorne, luc,

CenturyTel of Qoltew ah-Collegedale, luc.
Concard Telephone Exchange, Tuc.
Crockett Telephone Company, Inc.

Dekalb Telephioae Cooperative, Inc.
Highiand T'elephone Cooperative, Inc.
Humphreys County Telephone Company

I oretto 'Telephone Company, Ine.
Millington Telephane Company, Inc.
North Centrul Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Peoples Telephone Company

Tellico Telephone Company, Inc.
Tennesace Telephone Company

[ win Lakes Telephone Cooperative Corporation
United Tclephone Company

West Tennessee Telephone Company. Inc.
Yorkville Telephone Cooperative

"Fhe Coalition of Small LECs and Coouperatives'




RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES

The Rural Independent Coahtion (hercafta referred to as the “Coalinon™ or the
“[ndependents”) respond 1o the CMRS Providers” First Set of [nterrogatonies as follows

ORBJECTIONS

L The Coalition objects to each and every mnlerrogatery and requust for praducuan
to the extent that 11 requests information or documents pratected by the attorney-chent privilege
4as such information and documents are not discoverable.

2 I he Coahtion objucts to each and every interrogatory and request for production
1o the extent that 1t requests information or documents protected by the attorney work ptoduct
doctrine as such informaton and documents are not discoverable

3 The Coalttion objects to cach and every mlerrogatory and request for producnon
to the extent that 1t requests information and documents that ae not relevant to the 15sucs before
the Temnessce Regulatory Authonty.

4, Discovery is angomg and (he Coahitton reserves the nght to supplement vach
mntcerogatory and request for production 1t additional information 1 discovered
L. ENXISTING ARRANGENMENTS

A Written Agreements

I-1 Excluding the CMRS Providers, please wlentify each Telecommunications carmer
w whom you have ongmated any Telecommunicaiions Fraffic or from whom }v':)u have

enminated any Telecommunications Tralfic cither dircetly or indirectly dunng the past 12

months pursuant to u wrilten agreement  ror each Telecommunications carrier identified 1

response to Intorrogatory I-1 with whom a wntten agrecment exists and was filed with the TRA,

please wlenufy the Docket No o and sufficient addinonal detail to permit a copy of such



agreement. including any and all amendments thereto, to be requested and obtamned from the'
|

IRA

'

Cualition Response I-1. See Attachment A

.2 tor cach lelecommunications carncr identified in response to Interrogalory -1
i

wilh whom a wntten agreement eaists that has not been filed with the TRA, please provide al
]

|
copy of such agreement, as well as all armendments therito !

Coulition Response 1-2:  Coalition members do not have agreements for the exchange of)

i
Telecommumeations Traffic that are not filed with the TRA Iraffic that origmates or,

terminates on the networkh of a Coaltion member may be eligible 0 be treated asi
~eleconumunications Traffic.” as that torm s wsed in 47 CFR & 51 701ib) of the Subpart HE
Reaprocal Compensation Rules of the Federai Commumeations Commussion (“FCC™) -\n_vi
such traflic. however, 1» not treated as subject to these rules 1 the absence ol u request for !
mterconneetion  pursuant to Section 251(h)(5) ot the Communications Act (47 1 S("i
§2510)3)) For example, the CMRS Providers eurrently transnut traffic that onginates dll{!‘}
|
terrmnates within the MTA to Coaliton micmbers  Althuugh this truflic may be ehgible w bc;
weated as *Telecommunications Traffie,” the CMRS Providers have elocted 10 transot thus
waffic pursuant to an indirect interconnection arrangement via BellSouth  Consequently, the
traffic s not currently subject to any  agreement that  addresses  the  treatment of
* Telecommunications Traflic™ under the FCC’s Rules )
B. Unwritten Agreemcents |
[-3 Excluding the CMRS Providers, please identify each Telecommunications carner

to whom vou have ongnated any [Felecommunicanons Traffic or from whom you have



terminated any Telccommunications Traffic either duectly or indirectly durmg the past 12
months without the benefit of a wenten agreement
Coalirion Response 1-3: Scg Response 1-2

1-4 For each Telecommumications carner wentified in response 1o Interrogatory 1-3,
please wdentify whether the traflic is being originated o1 termunated based upen agreed terms and,
il 50, please dentify any agreed upon rate for the terminalion and/or transport of such traffic,
tratfic ratio(s) and (1f the Telecommunications cammier 18 3 CMRS carrier) interMT A faclons)
Coalition Response 1-4: Sce Response |22

C. Affiliates

1-5 Please 1denufy cach Telecommunications earrier dentufied o response 10
Interrogatory -1, [-2 o [-3 that is enther an Affilate to you ot 15 an A ffihate to another persen
o1 entity to which you are also an Affiliate
Coalition Response [-8: See Attachment A

D. Bul and Keep Agreements

-6 Provide the names of alf Telccommunications carmives witlt which you currently
exchange any traffic on u bill and heep basis

4 Descrbe the trasfic subject to such agreenient,

b Describe how the traffic subject 1o bill und heep 15 1outed and rated
Coalition Response -6+ The Coalinon assumes that the reterence to bl and keep™ is o that
temt as 1l 1s used in 47 USC § 252(d)2)BY(1}  The Coabiton Members do not have “tull and

keep” arringements

I



H. BASIS FOR TRANSPORT AND TERMINATION RATES
I-?

For each transport rate, termynation 1ate and interconnaction faaility rate that muay

be contamed i an ageement Wlenhifisd in response to Interrogatones [-1 (wnrten agreements

filed with the 'TRA), 1-2 (written but unfiled agicements) andfor 1-3 (unwritten agreenients), :

please descnbe how the rate, and each of 1ts elements, 1s caleulated

Coalition Response 1-7: The rates set forth in all such agreements were established

through voluntary negotiation between the parues,

[-8 For each transport rate, termunation rate and interconnection facility rate described
m respomse W Interrogatory -6, please state whetner you contend that the rate 15 hased on the
forward-looking  economic  cost for you to provide such  transport, tenmination, and
interconnection factlity, and provide a copv of cach and every cost study, mchuding all
supporting documentation relating o establishment of such rates
Coalition Response [-8: See Coahinon Response -7

[-9 What are the respective tates that cacl Respondent ptoposes for transport and
ternunation of {a) Telecommunications Traffic exchanged on a direct basis with the CMRS
Providers and by felecommunications Traffic exchanged on an indirect basis with the CMRS
Provaders?
Coalition Response 1-9: The Coahtion Members have not proposed rates tor the transport and
termination of  Telecommumeations Traflic  In accordance with the appheuble FCC rfoCS. the
establishment of a 1ate requires the estabhishment of an “mterconnection point between the two
cartiers” (47 CER §51.701(c)) Nunther in the collectine ncgotiations that preceded the filing of
the arbitratiors petibions, nor in the arbitration petitions has any CMRS Provider requested the

gstablishment of an interconnechion point an the netwerk of any Coaliion Member,



110 For cach rate provided i response w Interrogatory -8 {regarding rates proposed

for the transporiation and termunation of Telecommunicatons Traftic exchanged with the CMRS

Providers), please describe how the rate, and vach of ws cloments. as caleulated  Please include
n your answer weotification of cach distinet netwerk funclion that vou contend 1s required to
provide cach tenmination arrangement.

Coalition Response I-10. See Coalition Response (-9

1.1l For each rate provuded 1n response 1o [nterrogatory [-8 {regarding rates proposed
tor the transportation and termination of ‘Telccommemicatons Traffic exchanged with the CMRS

Providers), please wdenufy and provide copies of all cost models, cost inputs. and cost
asswnpuons relating to the rate, projected traffic demand and growth assumptions. icluding all
supporting documentation of any network functionaliyy that you use to terminate a call ang nated
by the C MRS Providers  Please include in vour response functioning clectronic copies of the
cost models, populated wath the mputs and assumptions used by Resgpondent. 10 a format that
allows the user to change mputs and assumptions and rec Ceulate results
Coalition Response 1-11. See Coalition Responsc (-9

12 Have amy of the rates that you propose for transport and ernunatton of

Telecommumecations Traffic exchanged with the CMRS Providers been approved by the TRA”

I s0, please wdentify the decision and provide a copy

Coalition Respunse 1-12 See Conhtion Response [9 I the course of the collective

negotiations, the Coalition Members did offer rates subject to voluntary negotiahon of the
indirect interconnection issucs that are nol the subject of any stalute or regulation A
compromise direct interconncction rate of 3 cents per minute was approved by Order of the

Hearing Officer issucd May 5, 2003 m Docket No 690-00323



. FACILITIES AND TRANSIT COSTS

A. Combined Yraffic Delivered Over Same | runk Group

.13 Pleasce identify where (e physical interconnection Jocation(s)) and how (1 ¢
type of trunk group, and nature of traffic currently exchanged over ecach trunk group)
Respondent’s network 15 curtently intercomnected with the BellSouth network
Coalition Response 1-13. Each company 1s generally connected to a BellSouth swateh utilizing
FGC type trunks as common trunks  All toll and carrier traffic. including that of other

mterexchange cartiers, CLECs and CMRS providers traverses these trunks, unless a carrier has a

|
I
|
\

direct trunk group 10 the carrier or BellSouth has established un end office to end office

connection The v & h coordinates of the points of mterconnecton are set forth m NECA TanlT

4 When tratiic hetween a Coalition Member’s exchange and a BellSouth exchange 15 deemed to
be within the same calling scope by applicable regutation or tan . Bellsouth and the Tndependent
establish un EAS trunk group  Between BellSouth and each Independent there generally exist
operator trunk groups, alam trunks and test trunk groups

-l Do you contend thal you need inatall any addiwonal facthties or augment any
exising facihiues i order to provide direct or mdirect connection 10 the CMRS Providers
pursuamt te the interconnection agreement that 1s the subject of this proceeding”? If so please
deseribe in detal the additonul and augmented facilities and state why they are necessary
Coalition Response [-14  [ach Coaliton Member cunnot determine whether any additional
facihities or augmentation of existing facihties 13 tequired to provide i direct interconnec!ion to 4
C‘Ml}S provider untit the CMRS provider requests a pomt of mterconneetion on the
Independent’s network and negotiates direct interconnection with specificity  No additional

facilites are required to continue the existing indtrect nterconnection arrangement through

~}




BeliSouth under the existing terms and conditions apphicable to the interconnection of BellSouth

0 each Independent  [f these erms and conditons are changed. additional facilities may be

required to ensure that each of the tssues rased by the Coaliion m response W the arbitrations 1s

cquitably addressed  In the absence of defined new teris and conditions, it 15 not possihle o
wdentifly the additonal faciinies that will be required to addiess these 1ssues.

.15 Duoes BeliSouth currently combine CMRS Provider talfic with other traffic types
and dehner such combined traftic to vou over the same trunk group(s)? 1f so_ please idenufy
each trunk group over which combined traffic 15 defivered to you by BellSouth, and cach type of
traflic that you contend BellSouth has combrned for delivers over that trunk group
Caalition Respnnse 1-15 This Interrogatory shonkd be directed o BellSouth. BeliSouth has
umguely been permitted to mamntan feature group ¢ common trunk groups to the Independents
Traffic through these trunk groups does not provide an indicator of the ongmaung carrcr
identification.  Conscquently. the Independents cannot 1dentify the nature of the tratfic
terminuting on therr networks through these trunks

-6 For each type of talfic that BellSouth delivers to you, please state what call detail
intormation BellSouth provides to you, if any, that identifies such traffic by traftic type, message
quantily, call duration, ur onginating paity
Coalition Response I-16. Bell provides Carrier Access Billing Records m the standard EMI tor
all IXC trakfic in a FGD 01 record lormot, For CMRS calls we receive n0n~sr;md:1rd-records

because the OCN tield 1s used to dentify the onginatmyg cnuiy for CMRS compumes tharhuve d
;)ur]1:1:1Cl! “meet pomt bihing” armangement with Bellsouth  With respect to other CMRS tra ftic

(that which the CMRS Providers and BellSouth calt “non-mect-point billed”), no records urc

provided




17 Do you currently il mter-onehange camers (IXCs) for ather onginating or
terminating nunules of use? I so. please Jdescribe what call detail information is provided 10
you by BellSouth and-or the INCs. iF any, wineh you tn turmn use to bill the IXC(s)? Is the [XC

tiaftic combined with other traffic”

Coalition Response 1-17  Onginatmg and remunating aceess 1s bilted to IXCs (or all minugs of

wse, When an Independont records originating traffic, origmating switch records we used based
on the customer's presuhsenbed carmer 15 an Independent subtends a BellSouth tandem, the
Independent uses BellSouth temumating billing records to bill IXCs unless the INC has deployed
direct trunks to the Independent’s end office  Standard industry EMI (Exchange Message
Interface) records are transnmtted to the Independent pursuant o agreenient and 1n aecardance
with the gudehines st Iorth in the ATIS'OBIE-EMI Industry Support Inteeface manual  Those
companmies that subtend a BellSouth tandem recuve o record desenption for Carmer Access
Usage (Category 11) Group 01 (North Amencan Oniginated and Ternunated) record type 01
denoting Message Telephone Service  This record 18 used 1o report Access Minuies of use for
Message Telephune Service and subsequent Difling of access by the Independemnt

B. Shared Facility Costs

18 Dues Respondent agree that 1€ 15 obligated o share with the CMRS Providers the
cost of the facilitics used for dircet aterconnection buween the CMRS Providers and
Respondent? 1t <o, please desunbe in deta] vour proposal for the sharing of the cost ol the
tacilities”  1f not, eaplain the legal busis for your posiion
Coahtion Response 1-18, This interrogatory addresses “direet”™ interconnection which was nol
the subject of the collective negotiations  {he specitic facts regarding ransport facihities will

vary dependent upon the specific circumstanees of specifie negolialions between two camers



establishing a direel interconnection arrangement Within the framework of a negotation, the

terms apphicable to the estabhishment of transport facihitics would be subject 1o voluntary

acgotiation  In the absence of a specific direct interconnechion request and the estabhishment of a

proposcd pomt of interconnection. 115 not possible Lo address a proposal to share costs.
] }

1-19. Does Respondent agree to share wath BellSouth the cost of the facilitics used for '

indireet interconnection between the CMRS Providers and Respondent? 1F so. please deseribe in
detatl vour proposal fur the shanny of the cost of the facthtes?
Coalition Response I-19. The Independents have no obligation to imcur any costs 1o transport
traffic beyond their respective network borders

120 [f 2 CMRS Provider orders an interconncction fucility that directly connects
Respondent switeh to the CMRS Provider's switch lecared outside Respondent’s geographic
service area houndary, does Respondent contend that 1t 1s reheved of the responatbility 19 share
the cost assoctated with the portion of the interconnection fucility that extends bevond
Respondent’s exchange houndary? 1T so, phoase identify the authonty that relieves Respondent
of such cost sharing responsihility
Coalition Response 1-20. There is ao law or regulation that reguires any Independent to assume
cosls tor the transport of taftic beyond its network borders

C Transit Costs

1-21 Docs Respondent contend that there s any FCC Rule or other umhorif;\-' which
tequires transit charges associated with the delivery of land- originated F'elccommumeanions
traffic sent through a third-party tandem to be puid by the terminaung CMRS provider? 1 so.

please wdentify the rule(s) or other authornty.



Coalition Response 1-21. There are no rules, regulations or standards that address indirect
mtercomnection of a CMRS provider o 4 vl meumbent LEC  No rules, reuulations or
standards exist that require a rutal incumbent LEC to transmit traffic to a CMRS prosider
through an indirect interconnection artangement estabhished by the CMRS provider

IV,  TRAFFIC RATIOS

[-22  What 15 the approvimatz ratio of (@) Telecommunicanons Traflic origmited by

your landhine customers and dehivered o cach of the CMRS Providers tlund-to-mobile} 10 {b)
lelecommunications Traffic that cach of the CMRS Providers respectively origiles o vou
(mobile-to-land)?
Coalition Response 1-22, The Coalition assumes that the mtent of this question 15 0 refer 1o the
traflic that is the subject of the arbrratons The Coalition members cannot detennming the ratios
of traffic tha is transmit:ed pursuant o the eaisting mdirect arrangement through BellSouth
(See Coalition Response 1-15). BellSouth should be able w provide and verify this imformation
dircetly.

1-22. With respect to any tatfic ratio wdentified i Interrogatory 1-20, please provde all
supporting data. including but not Emited o traftic studies, traffic repornts, and any other
documentation which supports that traitic ratio
Coalition Response 123, Sce Coalition Response 1-22
V. ROUTING AND DIALING PARITY

1-24. s Respondent currently sending any Telecommunications T raffic orginated by
us landhine customers 10 any of the CMRS Providers thiough trunk groups which conneet
Respondent to BellSouth tundem facihities® 1t so. please state the monthly volume of that

Telecommunications traffic.
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Coalition Response 1-34. No  Sce Coalition Response 1-2 The traffic that is the subject of the
arbitrations (e traffic not subject 1o an cstablished interconnection agreement puisuant o 47
LSO 325Hb)(3)) s not tansnutled pursuxnt 12 a request to treat the traflic  as
“Telecommuniscations Traltic” under the FCC's Ruies

[-25 Il Respondent 1s cunently sending any Telecommunications Traffic onginated by
is landhine customers to any of the CMRS Prowviders through trunk groups which connect
Respondent to BellSouth’s tandem facilities, ) what estent1s that traffic dialed by Respondent’s
landline customers on a non-toll, 7 or 11 digit basis?
Cuoalitton Response 1-25, See Coalition Responses 1-2 and 1-24. The Independents may have
the nght Lo request that traffic originated  on theu  respective nctworks he treated as
“Jelecommunications Traific” subject to 47 USC § 251(b¥(5), but in the abgence of a request,
the traffic 1s not Scection 231{b)(3) traftic

[.26  Eacluding the CMRS Providers, does Respondent send any Telccommunications
Traffic originated by ts landhne customers o any other Telecommunications camier, o1
tumnate Felecommunications Traffic from eny other Telecommumcations carmer, through
trunh groups which connect Respondent to BelSouth tandem facihiies? 1F so. please wdentily
each Telecommunicattons carner. and state o what ¢xtent traffic onginaied bv Respondent s
lindline customers 1o such Telecommunications carnier may be dialed on a non-toll, 7 or 10

digit hasis

Coalinon Respoanse 1-26, The only traflic relevant o this interrogatory would be that traffic

interconnected pursuant to the interconnection agreements identificd i Anachment A, in



general, traffic transiited under those agreements would not be Mol traffic “ Toll” trattic 15
handled by an end user customer’s chasen toll carrier
127 Please describe how Respondent deternuines whether a call onginaed by one of
Respondent’s landlime customers to a CMRS carrier s NPA-NXX should be sent as cither a) a
non-toll 7 digit dialed cabl. b) a4 non-toll 10 dunt diated call, o1 ¢} a 1+ toll call
Coalition Response 1-27. ‘The determinauon of whether a call 1s 1- 15 made on the basis of
whether the call will be subjected to interexchange service foll charges.  The use of 7 digit
versus 10 it dialing of non-tol} calls is a matter of the dialing pattern required i o particular
geographic area  The determination of how o LEC treats u CMRS call 15 dependent on many
factors wneluding the terms and conditions that would apply the completion of the call,
potential costs of transport, and any and all other costs associaied with completion of the call
[hroughout the collective negotiations. and vvident in the arbiration pettions, the CMRS
providers appear to gnore the fact that the [ndependents have the same right 10 termunation on
thetr networks under the Communications Act and applicable rules. as the CMRS providers bave
1o terminate tralfic on the networks of the independents  No sratute or rule requires cither a
CMRS Provider or an Independent to frapsimit traftiv thiough an arrangemoent estabhished under
47 USC § 251(b)5)  When a LEC tansmuas trattic 1o @ CMRS provider under such an
arrangement and incurs expenses to complete the call, the FCC has made clear the fact that the
LEC may assess charges to ds customers. ‘
128 Please idenufy whether o not Respondent provides calling from us landhines o
CMRS NPA-NXXs rated 1n rate centers that are within Respondent’s local calling area on a

non-toll basis. Please deseribe how such calls are routed



Ceoalitton Response 1-28  The local calling scopes of the Independents are defined geographical
areds established and deseribed i the appheable tanff of cach Independent Calls wath a2 LEC
“locul calling area” are calls that originate und teruinate within the geographic arca When calls
within g “local calling area” mvolve more than a sigle camier, the carmers generally estahlish
extended aea service ("FAST) trunks and calls onginated and  termimated within the
geographically defined local calling arca may be reuted through the LAS rrunk The obvious and
most fundamental aspect of CMRS 15 the fact that the sersice 1s mobile  Accordingly, and
irrespective of any purported association wath a “rate center.” an NPA-NXX assumed to 2 CMRS
provider 15 not associated with any static geographical arca As a matter of chowce, a LEC may
elect o treat calls to a poarbicular CMRS provider’s NPA-NXX as “non-toll ™ The chowe may
depend on consideration of numerous factors (see. e i . Coaliion Response 1-27) As the CMRS
providers are awdre, the attempt of CMRS providers to require LECs to roue and rate calls in 2
manner dictated by the CMRS prowiders 13 pending in FCC Docket 01-92
129 Please identify whether or not Respondent provides catling from s landtines o
CMRS NPA-NXXs rated m rate conters that are Metropohitan Area Calhing (*“MAC™) plan or
Fxtended Area Service ("RAST) rate centers an a non-toll basis Please deseribe how such calla
are routed

Coulition Response 1-29.  An Independent may route such traffic through BellSouth
common trunk groups or FAS trunks under circumstances where it may not be aw_;-xru that
the traffic 15 terminated on 4 CMRS network  For example, such circumstances would
arse if the CMRS provider had type | mterconnection with a LEC whereby i had

obtamned NPA-NXXs that are generally assigned to landhne scrvice custormers i the

MAC or EAS area.




¥i SWITCH INFORMATION

[-30  Idenufy all swilches owned by you, the wire center location and CLLIT codes in
which each switch 1% located, the number of switched residential, buwiness, and public lines
served by each switch. and the number of non-switched (e g, special access. dedicated circunts.
cte ) senved out of each wire center belonging o vou,

Coalition Respunse 1-30 See Artachment A The Coalition objects to provision of information
regardig the number and type of lines senved by each swich as such information s irrelevant W
the 15sues reganding the direct interconnection addicssed by the collectin e negotations and the
arbiiration petitions,

131 Identify cach tandem and end office switch owned by you, describe how traffic
onginated by the CMRS Provaders 1s reecrved by cach tandem or end office from BellSouth.
and 1denlify and deseribe all arrangements related to the cost of the facibities used o transit this
traffic to each tandem or end office

Coalitign Response 1-31, Sce Attachment A regarding the adenufication of switches BellSouth
should not serve us a tandem for traffic 1o an Independent that hus its own tandem  The inqury
regarding how traffic through the BellSouth tandem 1s hundled, and the cost of facabiues from the
BellSouth tandem o each Independent’s network should be dirceted to BellSouth

1-32. For cach [CO tandem or end office swich you own, describe in detal how truffic
from your customers 15 delivered to the customers’ IXC{s), and describe all Ammgcmcnr:: related
to the cost of the facihilics used to carry this taific

Conlition Response 1-32. These arnangements and the costs of using these anangements are
defined 1n the publicly-filed and avalable mirastale and nterstate access taritls of each

Independent  The CMRS providers may clect 1o onder services pursuant to these tanffs



1-33  lenufy alt of vour tandem or end office switches conneeted o a BellSouth
tandem with two-way Feature Group € trunks
Coalition Response 1-33 The sublending arrangements for aceess services offered by cach
[ndependent are sct forth in NECA Tanff = 4

1-34  Identfy all of your tandem switches which aie connected Lo end-offices of other
Telecommunications carriers as well as the nume(s) of those Teleconumunications carniers
Coalition Response [-34. The swuches are identified tn Auachment A, The subtending
arrangements of cach Independent are set farth in NECA Tanff# 4
VI, YISCFLLANEOUS

-3

wn

. Does Respondent have an  Alffilate  relanonship  with  either another
Teleconunumicaiions carrier, or 1s Respondent an Affihate w another entity that has an Affibate,
which offers intra-lata toll or IXC services to Respondent’s landhne customers” [T so. please
identify the Telecommuncations carrier thal offers such senices 10 Respondent s landline
customers

Coalition Response 1-35. See Attachment A

[-36  Docs Respondent contend there is any FCC Rule or other autherity that excludes
the rectprocal compensation requiremients of 47 USC § 231h) (5) lrom appiying to land-
originated Telecommunications Traffic that1s delivered o a CMRS carrter via an intra-lata toll

ar IXC? 1f so, please identsfy each FCC rule on other authonty that provades such an exclusion,

Coalition Response 1-36. See Coalition Response [-2 When a LFC does not
choose to send traffic to a CMRS provider pursuant to an agreement under 47 USC §

251(b) {5). the camer of the taffic to the CMRS provider may be the oniginating

16



customer’s intralATA or inter.ATA toll provider  Under these circumstances, the 1LEC
provides onginating access service o the toll provider in accordance with 47 US C %
25Hg). and the toll provider (not the LEC) delivers the call to the CMRS network  In
this procceding, 47 US C § 251(b) (5) 15 not applicable becuuse the CMRS Providers
have not elected to establish “interconnection point between the two camers ™ (47 CFR
$50701{c)) {Sge Coalition Response 1-9 )
[-37.  Provide comies of your audied tinancial statements for 2000, 2001, 2002 aud
2003,
Caalition Response 1-37, The Coaliton objects to this request as not seeking documents or
information relevant o the ssues before the Tennussee Regulatory Authornty in the arbitraton.
1-38  Provide a copy of your mast tecent access rate cost study
Coalition Response §-38. The Coalition objects to this request  Any such studies, 1f they exist,

are urelevan? to the 1ssues m this athiration
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ATTACHMENT A

Ta The Coalition’s Responses™ to the CMRS Provaders’ First Set of Intcrrogatorivs

A. Ardmare Telephane Company, Inc.

-1, Excledig the CMRS Providers. please wentify cach Telecommumcalions camier to
whom you have ongmated any Teleconmumecations Traflic or from whom you have terminated
any Telecommunications Traffic enther directly or indircetly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
(0 a written agreement.  Por cach Tulecommuncations carrier wentified 10 response o
Interrogatory -1 with whom a weitten agreement exsts and was filed with the IRA, please
dentify the Dochel No and sufficient addiional detnl to permit a copy of such agreement,
mcluding any and all amendments thereto, to be requested and obluned fron: the TRA

Response I-1: None.

[-5 Please (dentify cach Telecommuncations earrier wentificd in response to Intetiogatory I-

[ 1-2 ot 1-3 that 15 either an Affiliate 1o you, or is an Affiliate to another person or entity 1o
) P ¥

which you are also an Affiliate
Response 1-5: Not Apphcable
131 ldentfy each tandem and end office swich owned by you, describe how traffic onginated

by the CMRS Providers (s received by each tandem or end office from BeliSouth, and 1dentify
and describe all urrangements related to the cost of the factlities used to transit this traffic to each

tandem or end otlice

Response 1-31:

Wire Center CLLI

Ardmore, AL ARMRALNADSO
Manor Hdl, TN MNHLTNXARSS
McBuryg, I'N MCBGTNXARSS

134 Wentity alt of vour wndem swiches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommunications camers as well as the nametyy of thase lelecormmuniviations carriers

Respunse 1-34: The Company dnes not operate a tundem.



.35, Does Respondent have an Affihate relatioashg wath aither another Telecommunications
carmer, or 15 Responddont an Affiliate to another enhity that has an Atfihate, which offers -
lata toll or IXC services to Respondent s landime customers”  If so, please idenufy the
Telecommurications carricr that affers such services to Respondent’s fandline customers,

Response 1-35  Fhe Company does not have an alfillate that provides toil.




B. Ben Lomand Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc

i1 Excluding the CMRS Provulers, please wenufy cach Telecommunications camer w0
whom you heve onginatd any Telecommuncations Traffic or from whom vou have wrmnated
any Telecommunications Traffic cither directy or indircetly durmsz, the past 12 months pursuant
to @ wntten agreeinent  For each Telcommunicanons carrier denuficd in oresponse o
[oterrogatory 1-1 with whom o wiuten agrecment exists and was filed with the TRA please
identify the Ducket No. and sufficient additional detail o permit a copy ot such agreement.
weluding any and all amendments therelo, 1 by request ted and obtained from the TRA

Response 1-1: None,

[-5 Please ndmuly cuch Telecommunications carricr sdentified in response to Interrogatory I-
1, 1-2 or [-3 that is ether an Affilate 10 vou or1s an Affiliate 0 another person or entity to

which you are also an Affiliate

Response 1-3 Not Apphlicable

[-31  Hdentify cach tandem and und effice switch owned by vou. descrnibe how taffic orgmnated
by the CMRS Providers 1 reseivad by cach wdem or end office from BellSouth, and wentity
and describe all arrangements related to the cos: of the facihues used 1o transit thus traffic to cach

tandent o1 end otffce

Response 1-31:

FExchange \Wire Center CLLI
Exchange  More Center CLLI
931-394 Beech Grove BCGYTNXA
367 Pelham PLHMTNYXA
392 Tracy City TRCYTNXB
931-590 Hillshoro HLBOTNYA
635 Viola VIOITNXA
657 Dovle POY LTNXA
068,815 McMinmalle MMRLINXA
686 Rock Island RCOISINXA
092 Becrsheba BRIHTNXA
738,739 Sparla SPRLTNXA
701 Ol Zion OLLITNXA
779 Laager I AGRTNXA
924 Monteagle MTEGTNXA
R!



934 Dibrell DBRLUTNYXA

935 Rondecioft DRSTTNNA
939 Centertown ONTWINXA
K46 Speneer SPNCTNYA

33 Idennfy all of your tandem swiches which are conneetad to end-offices of other
Telecommunications carriers as weltl as the namels) of those 1 clecommunications camess

Response 1-34: Yes, subtended by Ben Lomand Commiuunications, Ine,

(-35  Duwcs Respondent have an Arfiliawe relavonstp with cither another 1 elecommumeations
carrier, or 15 Kespondent an Affiliate to another entty that has an Affiliate, which offers intra-
il toll or INC services to Respondent’s lundlme customers” [ so, ploase wdentify the
Telecommurueations carr er that offers such services o Respondent’s fandline customers

Response 1-35: Yes, Ben Lomand Communications, Inc.



C. Bledsoe Telephone Caoperative

{-1 LEadluding the CMRS Providers. piease wenufy wach Telecommumications camer to
whom you have onginated any Teleeommumeations Trafliv or from whom you have termunated
any Telecomnuiicabions Traflic erther directly o1 mdireetly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
0 a4 wnlten ugreenienl.  For each Telecommumucations carner sdentificd i response 1o
Interrogatory I-1 with whom a written agreement exasts and was filed with the TRA, please
dentify the Dotket Nooand sulficient additional detad o permut a copy of such agreement,
mcluding any and all anendments thereto, to be requested and obtwined from the TRA

Response 1-1: None.

l-5 Please wdentify each Telecommunicatons carrier wdentified in response to Interrogatory -
1, 1.2 or 1-3 that 5 cither an Affiliate to you, or 15 an Alfilate to another person or entity to
which you are also an Affiliate

Response 1-5: Not Apphcable.

31 ldentfy cach tandem and end office switch owned by you, descnbe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 1s received by each tandem or end olfice from Bellsouth, and wlenufy
andl desenbe il arrangements related o the cost of the faaihines used ta wansit this traffic to each
tandem ot end office.

Response 1-31:

Switch Wire Center CLLI code

DMS 10 Pikeville PKVLTNXA
DMS 10 Nine Mile NNMLTNXA
DMS 10 Fall Creek Falls FCFLTNXA
OMS 10 College Station CLSTTNXA
DMS 10 Dunlap DNLPTNXA

34 Idenuly all of vour tandem swuches wiich are connected to end-offices of other
Teleconununw ations carmers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommunications camiers

Response =34 No other company subtends the Company”s tandem.



.35 Does Respondent have an Affiliate relationship wath cither another Teleconimunicauons
camer or is Respondent an Afriliate o another entity that has an Atfihate. which offers intra-
fata 1ol or INC services to Respondent’s landhine customers” [ so, please idennty the
Televommunications vartiel that vffsts such services to Respondent’s landline customers

Response 1-35: Y os, Bledsoe Telephone Cooperative Long Distance.
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D. Century’tel of Adamsville, Inc

I-] Eachwlmg the CMRS Provaders, please identfy cach Telecommumcabions carmer o
whom you have onginated any Telecommuinsations Tratfic or from whont you hase terminated
a0y Tileconununications Tratfic either direety or indirectlyv dunng the past 12 months pursuant
to a written agreement  For cach lelecommunications carrier identitied 10 response o
Interrovatory 1- l with whom a wrilfen agreement exisis and was liled with the TRA, please
identity the Docket No and sufficient addmon.ﬂ detar] o pernut a copy of such agreement,
including any and all amendments thereto, to be requested and obtamed frem the TRA.

Response 1-1: Yes. Sprint Spectrum, TRA Docket No. 00-01032.

1-3 Please wWentify cach Telecommunications ¢atigr wdentified m respense to Interrogatory [-
[ 1-2 or 1-3 that s eher an Alfihate o you. or is an Affihute to another person or entity 1o

which you are also an Affiliate
Response 1-5: None.

1-31  1dentify cach tandem and end oftice switch owncd by you, describe how tralfic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 13 recened by cach tandem or end office from BellSouth. and wdentfy
and deseribe ol arrangements related to the cost of the Taciies used to transit this traffic to cuch

landem or end otfice
Respoase 1-31:

ADVLTNXADSI — Adamsville
MDVLTNXADSO - Milledgesille
SHLIH I'NXADSO - Shiloh

[-34  Idenuly all of your tandem switches which are conneetid o end-oftices of other
[ clecommunications carriers s well as the name(s) of those Teleconununicalions carriers

Responsc 1-34. I'he Company does not operate a tandem

1.35  Docs Respondent have an Affihate relatonship with either another Telecommunicativns
cater, or s Respondent an Aftiliate o another enuty that has an Affibate, which olfers mtra-
lata toll or IXC scrvices to Respondent s landhine customers”? 1F so, please adentify the
lelecommunications carrer that offers such sen ces 10 Respondent’s landline customers

Response [-35:  Yes, CenturyTel Long Distance



E CenturyTel of Clarborne, Inc.

I-1 Excludimg the CMRS Proveders, please wdentify cach Telecommuanications carmier
whom you have ongmated any Telecommumcations Tratfie or from whom you have terminated
any Teleconunumeations Traffic either dircetly or indirectly during the past 12 months pursuant
to a written agreement. For cach Telecommunications camer identified in response to
Interrogatory I-1 with whom a written agreement exists and was filed with the TRA, please
wdenlify the Dochet No. and sufficient addiional detail to permit a copy of such agreement
including any and all amendments thereto, to be requesied and oblamed from the TRA

Response 1-1: Sprint Spectrum — TRA Docket No 00-01032, Tennesser R§SA No. 3 -'TRA
Docket No. 02-00328,

-5 Please wlentify cach Telecommumications carner wenhified m response to Interrogatory [-
I, 12 or -3 that 1s cither an Affihate to you, o1 1s an Affibate to another person or entity to

which vou are also an Affiliate

Response 1-5: Nene.

131 Identily cach tandem and end office switch owned by you, deseribe how traftic origmated
by the CMRS Providers 1s recetved by cach tandem or end office from BeliSouth, and wenudy
and describe all arrangements related o the cost of the Tacilines used to transit ths tratfic to cach
tandem or end oftfice

Response I-31:

NWTZTNXADST - New Tazewell
SHCPTNXARSS - Sharps Chapel

134 Wdennfy all of your tandem switches wlhich are connected o end-oflices of othe
Telecommunications carmiers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommunications camers

Response 1-34: 'L he Company daes not operate a tandem

135 Docs Respondent hase an Affibate relattonship with erther another elecommunications
carrier, or 15 Respondent an Affiliate 1o another entity that has an Affiliate. which offers intra-
Lata toll or IXC services w Respondent s landhime customers? I so, please idenufy the
F'elecommumcations carrier that offers such services to Respondent’s landline customers

Response 1-35: Yes, CenturyTel | ong Distance.



F. CenturyTel of Qoltewah-Collegedale, Inc.

-1, Excluding the CMRS Providers. please dentfy each Telecommumications camier to
whom you have ongnated any Teleconunumcanons Traffic or from whom you have termimated
any Telecommunications 1raffic cither directly o indircetly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
to a wniten agreement  For each Telecommunications carrier idennified in response o
Intenogatory 1-1 with whom a watten agreement exists and was filed with the TRA, please
wentify the Docket No and sutficient additional dutat] to pernnt a copy of such agrecment,
wcluding any and all amendments thetero, to be requested and obtaned trom the TRA

Response I-1: Spriot Spectrum — 1 RA Docket Mo, 10-01032.

[-5.  Please wentfy vach Telecommunications camer wdentified 1n response Lo Interrogatory I-
1, I-2 or I-3 that 15 ither an Affiliate 10 you, or is an Affiliate to another person or entity to
which you arc also an Affibiate

Response -5, None.

[-31.  Identify cach tandem and end office switch vwned by you, deseribe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers s iccerved by cach tandem or end office from BellSouth, and denufy
and deserihe all arrangenients 1elated to the cost of the facilines used to ttansit thus Lraffic w cach
tandem or end office

Response 1-31:
APSNTNXARSS - Apison
CLDETNXNARSS - Collegedale
OLTWTNXADS) - Ooltewah

[-34  ldenty all of your tendum switches which are connected to end-offices of otho
Televwnnuniations carriers as well as the name{s) of those Telecommumecations carniers

Response 1-34: The Company does not operate a tandem.
1-:35  Does Respondent have an Afftliate relationshup with either another Telecomununications
carrter, or 15 Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that has an Affiliate, which offers mtru-

lata toll or INC services to Respondent’s hundline customers”® It so. please adenufy the
Telecommumications cartter that offers such services o Respondent’s landline customers

Response 1-35° Yes, CenturyTel Long Ihstance.



G Concord Ielephone Exchange, Inc,

I-1 Excluding the CMRS Providers, please dentty cach Telecommumicanons carmer (o
whom you hasve ongimated any Telecommurnucations Traffic or from whom you have terminated
any Telecommunications Traflic enher duectly or indirectly duning the past 12 months pursuant
to a wrnitten agreement.  For ecach Telecommumeations carrier dentified 1 response o
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom 1 wrilten agrecment exists and was filed with the TRA, please
sdentfy the Docket No o and sulfivient addisonal detail 1o permit 3 copy of such agreement,
ineluding any and ull umendments thereto, to be reguested and obtained from the TRA

Response 1-1:

US LEC TRA Docket No 03-00415
XO Communications TRA Docket No. 03-00568
New South TRA Docket No. 04-0008 |
Knology To Be Filed
LS Cellular {Cupy sent separately)

i-5 Please 1duntify euch Telecommunications carner identitied in response to Intenogatony |-

.12 or 1-3 that 1s enther an Affiliale w0 you, or is an Afliliate to another person or enliry 1o

e

which you are also an Affhate

Response I-5: US Cellular.
31 Identify cach tandem and end office switch owned by you, desenbe how tralfic onanated
hy the CMRS Providers 1s recerved by cach tandem or end oftice from BellSouth and identily

and descrbe all arrangements related to the cost of the facilibies used o transit this traftic to cach
tandem or end office

Response 1-31:

CONCORD CNCRTNXADS2

F34 Wdentify all of vour tandem switches which are connected to end-oftices of other
Telecommunicalions carriers as well as the namers) of thoae Telccommunicabions carmicrs

Response 1-34¢ The Company does not operate o tandem

I-35  Docs Respondent have an Afithate relationship with either another Felecommunications
carmer, or 1s Respondent an Affibate o another enuty that has an Affiliate, which offers mtra-
lda 1ol or INC services to Respondent’s landline customers? [0 so, please wdentity the

Telecommunications carner that olfers such services fo Respondent’s landline customers

Response 1-35: Yes, TDS Loag Distance Corporation.
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H. Crochett Telephone Company, Inc

I-1 Excluding the CMRS Providers, please wentify cach Telecommumcations carner lo
whom you have onginated any Telocommumications Traffic or from whom you have terminated
any Telecommunications TrafTic aither duectly or indirecty during the past 12 months pursuant
1o a written agreement  For each Telecommunications cerrier identified m response Lo
Interrogatory I-1 wiath whom a wntten agicement exists and was filed with the TRA. please
wentty the Docket No. and sufficient addional detal 0 permit a copy of such agreement,
meluding any and all amendments thereto, 1o be requestad and obtatned (ror the TRA

Response 1-1 None.

1-5 Please wdentify cach Telecommumeations carner wdentified in response to Interrogatory I-
1. -2 ur [-3 that 15 exther an Affiliate to you, o1 15 an Affibate to another person or cntity to

wluch you arce also an Affilate
Response 1-5: Not Applicable
.31 identty cach wndem and end office swilch owned by you, descrihe how traffic ongnated
by the ¢ MRS Providers is recenved by each tandem or end office fiom BellSouth, and 1denufy

and desenbe all arrangements related 10 the cost of the facibities used to transit this traffic 10 each
tandent o1 end olfice,

Respoase 1-31.
Crockett ALAMINXADSI

134 Idenufy all of your randem switches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommumcanons carrers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommumceations camers

Response 1-34: The Company doces not eperate 4 tandem,

{35 Does Respondent hase an Aftthate relationship with either another Telecommunications
carrier, or is Respondent an Aftihate to another entity that hus an Affiliale, which offers intra-
fata toll ar INC services to Respondent’s tandhine customers® I so. please idenhfy the
Felecommunications carner that offers such sernaces to Respondent’s landline customers,

Response 1-35: Yes, CommuniGroup and EXCF1 (Var't EC)




i Dehalb Telephone Cooperative. Ing,

I-1 Excluding the (MRS Providars, please wdentify each Telecommumeations carner 1o
whom you have arigmated any Teleconmunications Traflic or from whom you have termimnated
any Telecommunmcanons Tratfic either directly or indirectly dunny the past 12 months pursuant
10 a wntlen agrecment  bor each Telecommumeations carmier wdentitied in response o
Interropatory 1-1 with whom 4 wnilien dgreement exwsts and was filed wizh the TRA. please
wentify the Docket No. and sufficient addiional detal o permit a copy of such agresment,
meluding any and all ameadments thereto, to be requested and obtained from the TRA

Response -1 None,

I-5.  Please ientify cach Telecommumeations carnur identified in responsc to Interrogatory I-
1. 1.2 or [-3 that is esthor an Aflihate 1o you, or is an Affihate 1o another person or enuty o
which vou are also an Affiliate

Response 1-5: Not Applicable. The Company has un affiliate, Advautage Cellular Systems
with which it bas certain affiliated transactions and shares facilities under cosmmon control
and ownership These alfiliated transactions are confidential and not subject to discovery

because the company 18 1 telephone cooperative.

31 Identfy cach tandem and end office switch owned by vou, desenibe how traffic onizinated
by the CMRS Providers s recuived by cach tandem or end office from BellSouth. and denuty
and desciibe all arrangements telated to the cost of the facihtics used to transit this traffic to cach

tandem or end office

Response 1-31:

Smithville SMVLTNXADSI

(34 Idenufy all of your tandem switches whigh are comnected 1o end-offices ot other
lelecommumications carmiers as well as the name(s) ol those Telecommumications carmers

Response [-34: The Company does not operate a tandem. .

[-35  Docs Respondent have an Affihate relationship with either another Telecommunications
carnier, or 15 Respondent an Alfilate o another entty that has an Alfliliate, which offers mira-
Jata ol ar [XC services 1o Respondent's fandhne customers?  1F so, pleasc identfy the
Telecommumcations carmiar that offers such senvices to Respondent’s landling customers

Response 1-35 Yes - DTC Long Distance




2

J. Hiohland Telephone Cooperative, Ine.

[-1. Excluding the CMRS Providers, please identify cach lelecommunications carrier (o
whom you have onginated any Telecommumcations Traffic or from whom you have terminated
any Telecommunications Traffic etther directly or indirectly during the past 12 months pursuant
o a written agreement  For each Telecommumcations carner identificd i response to
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom a wntten agreement exists and was filed with the TRA. please
entify the Docket No and sulficient additional detal to permut a copy of such agreement
including any and all amendments thereto, to be requested and obtamed flom the TRA

Response 1-1: Floqui, filed with the TRA

I-5.  Please identify cach Telecommunications carrier identified mm response to Interrogatory 1-
1, 1-2 or -3 that 1s cither an Affilate to you. or 1s an Atfiliate o another person or cnfity o
which you are abso an Aftiluate

Response 1-5: Flogui by virtue uf a nminority interest.
-31  Identify cach tandent and end office switch owned by you, desenhe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 1s received by cach tandem or end office from BeliSouth, und identify

and deseribe all arrangements related to the cost of the (actlitics used to transit this traffic to cach
tandem or end olfice

Response 1-31.

EXCH Clll1 ST EXC
Deer Lodge DRI DTNXARSO TN 968
Huntsville HNVETNXARSO IN 663319
OQakdale OKDLTNXARSO TN 369
ONEIDA ONEDTNXADSO TN 569286
PETROS PTRSI'NXSRSO ™™ 324
ROBBINS RBNSTNXARSO  IN 627
SUNBRIGHT SNBRINXARSO TN 628
WARTBURG WABGINXARSO TN RE T
PINE RNOT PNKNKYXARSO KY 354
STEARNS STRNKYXARSO KY 37

-3 Idenufy all of your tandem swilches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommumeations carmers a8 well 45 the name(s) of those Felecommunications carners

Response 1-34: The Company dees pot operate a tundent.




[-35  Docs Respondent have an Affilate relationship with either another Telecommunications
carrier. or 1s Respondent an Affihate to another entity thut has an Affiliate, winch offers mtra-
lata toll or IXC services to Respondent’s landhoe customers”  1f so, please idenufy the
Tolecommunications cartier that offers such services 1o Respondent’s landline customers

Response I-35: Yes - Hightand Communications Corp.



K. Humphrevs County Telephoue Company

-1 Frcluding the CVIRS Providus please wentdfy cach Telecommurications carnier o
whom you have onginated any Telecuminunatons Traffic or from whom you have terrrunated
any Telecommunications Traffic either directly of indircetly duning the past 12 months pursuant
1o a wniten agreemment  For cach Telecommumeations carrier sdentified a0 respouse to
Interroyatory I-1 with whoni a writlen agreement easts and was filed with the TRAL pleasc
identify the Docket No and sufficient addutonal detait to perant a copy of such agreement.
meluding any and ol amendmients thereto @ be requested and obtaned from the TRA

Response I-1:

US LEC TRA Dochet No. 03-00415
XO Commuunications TRA Docket No. 03-00568
New South TRA Docket No. 04-00081
Knology ‘To Be Filed

1-5 Please identify Lach Telecommunications carrier identified in response to Interrogatory I-

1. 12 or 1-3 that 1s either an Affillate 10 you, or 1s an Aftiliale to wnother person ar entily 10

which you are also an Atfilate

Response 1-5: Not Applicable.

[-31,  Ident:fy cach tandem and end office swalch pwned by you. deseribe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 15 recerved by vach tamde o1 end office from BellSouth, and identfy
and deseribe all arrangements related 1o the cost of the facilities used 1o transtt this traffic to cach

tundem or end office
Response 1-31.

NEW JOHNSONVILLE NWJHTNXARSS

133 ldentsfy all of your tandem swiches which are connected to end-offices of other
TeleLommunications carriers as well as the name(s) of those Teleconimunications camers

Respunse 1-34: The Company does not operate a tandem.

1-35  Does Respondent have an Affihate retanoaship with either another Telecommunications
carrier, o¢ 18 Respondent an Affiltate o another entity that has an Affilate, which ofters ntra-
lata ol or IXC services o Respondent’s lundhne customers” I so, please denuty the
Telebommunications carrior that offers such services to Respondent’s landime custonices.

Response [-35.  Yes, TDS Long Bistance Corporation.



L 1.oretta Telephone Company, inc.

b1 Excluding the CMRS Providers, please Wenufy cach Telecommunicalions camer @
whom vou have ungmated auy Telccommumications Teaffic or frtom whom you have terinmated

any Telecommunications Traffic either directly of indirectly during the past 12 months pursuant

to a wnten agreement.  Por cach Telecommumeations carrier identtficd 1 response o
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom u wnitlen agreement exists and was filed with the TRA, please
dentity the Docket No and sufficient addiional detait to purmnul a copy of such agreement,
meluding any and all amendments ihercto, to be fequested arul obtained from the TRA

Response I-1: None.
I-5 Please wenuify each Telecommumicatons carner identified in response to Interrogatory J-
[, 1-2 or 1.3 that 15 cither an Affihate 1o you, or 15 an Affilate to another petson or cntity w
which vou are also an Atfiliate
Response 1-5: Not Apphicable.
31 Identity each tandem and end office swatch aw ned by you, desenbe how tuaffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers s recerved by each tanden or end office rom BellSouth, and wdentify
and descnibe all artangements related o the cost of the facifines used 1o tansit this traftic to cach
tandem ot end office
Response 1-31:

EXCHANGE LOCATION Cl.1.1

LOREITO 136 § MAITN,

LORET10, TN
TOLL TANDEM LRTTTNXAMT
CLASS S END OFFICE LRTTTNXADSO
LEOMA 2596 HWY 435 LEOMTNXARSS
LEOMA, TN.
ST JOSEPH 305 N.OVIALN STISTNXARSS )
ST JOSEPILTN
FIVE POINTS 858 RABBIT TRAIL FYPLTNXARSS

FIVE POINTS, TN

ETHRIDGE 24 MAIN ST. ETRGTNXADSO
ETHERIDGE, I'N
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34 Idenufy all of your tandum switches which are connecied w und-affices of other
Telecommumcations carners as well as the name(s) of those Telecommumiations Carmets.

Response 1-34; See Response, 1-31. No other company subtends Loretts

[-35  Does Respondent have an Affiliate refationship wath eisher another Telecommunications
carnier, or is Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that hus an Affilate. which offers intra-
lta toll or IXC services to Respondent’s lundlme customers” I so, please idenufy the

Telecommunications carrser that offers such sen ices to Respondent's landiine customers

Response 1-33: The Company does not have an affiliate toll provider.




Ay Millington Telephone Company. Toc.

f-1 Lacluding the CMRS Providers, please denuly cach 7l elecommumecations carrier to
whom you have ongmated any Teleconumnications Tratfic or from whom you have tennimated
any Telecommumications Traffic either dircetlyv or mdirectly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
to 4 wntlen agreement  For cach [elecommumcanons carmer identified in response to
Intenogatory 11 with whom 3 written agreement exists and was filed with the TRA. please
wentify the Doukut No o and sufficient addinonal detar] to permit a copy ol such agreement
including any andd all amendments thereta, to be teguested and obtained from the TRA

Response [-1 None

[=5 Please wdentify each Telecommunications carrier idenufied in response W Interrogatory 1-
{. 1-2 or 1-3 thar 15 cither an Affliate 1o you, or is an Affiliate to anothier person or entity to
which vou arce also an Affiliate

Response 1-5- Not Applicable

131 [dentify cach tandem and end office switch owned by you, describe how traffic oniginated
by the CMRS Providers 1§ recerved by each tundem or end office from BellSvuth, and wentity
and diesersbe all arrangements related (o the cost of the fucilities used to transit this tattic to vach
tanden or end oftice

Respouse [-31.

SWC ‘Wire Center CcLLL
Mason Mason MASNTNXARSS
Stanton Stanton SNTNTNXARSS
Rosemark Rosemark RSMRTNXARSS
Drummonds Drummonds  DRMNTNXARSS
Munford Munford MNFDTNXARSS
Millington Millington MGTNTNXADSO

Shelby
Shelby Forest  Forest SHFRTNXARSS

(33  Identity all of your tandom switches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommunications carviers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommunications carriers.

Respouse 1-34: See Response, [-31.



[-:35  Does Respondent have an Affilate relationalup with oither another Telecommunications
carnier, or 15 Respondent an Affiliate o another entty thar has an Affiliate. which offurs wntra-
lata toll or INC services to Respondent’s landhine customers” I <o, please identfly the
Telecommunications carricr that offers such serviges 10 Respondent’s landhine customers

Response [-33+ Yes, Miel Long Distance
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AW North Central ‘L elephance Cooperative, Ing,

I-1 Excluding the (MRS Providers, please wdentify each Telecommumicalions carrer to
whom you have onginated any Tolecommunicasons Traffic or from whom you have terminated
amy Telecommunications Traflic eather dnectly or indircctly during the past 12 months pursuant
o a wulten agreement.  For cach Telecommumcations carrier adentified m response W
Interragatory |- l with whom a written agreement exists and was filed with the TRA. please
wenufy the Docket No and sufficient additonal dutal o permit 4 copy of such agreement.
including any and all amendments therete. 1o be requested and obtained from the TRA

Respoase [-1: None.

15 Please dentify cach ‘Telecommunicatons carmer identificd in response to fnterrogatory 1-
1. 1-2 or 1-3 that 1s erther an Aftiliate 1o you, or 15 an Aftilate to another pason or entits to
which you arc also an Affiliate

Response §-5  Not Applicable.

130 Identify each tandem and end oflice switch owned by you, desenbe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 1s recerved by cach tandem or end office fiom BellSouth, and wlentfy
and desenbe all arrangements telated wo the cost of the Lacihitivs used to trunsit this traffic to cach

tandem or eng office
Respunse 1-31,

Switch Wire Center CLLI

Type Location Code ~ NPA  NXX
Remote Wesimoreland WMLDTNXARSS 615 844
Remote Green Grove  GNGVTNXARSS 615 555

Remote Hillsdale HLDLTNXARSS 615 633

Host Lafayelte LEYTTNXADS1 615 £666/688
Pleasant

Remote Shade PLSHTNXARSS 615 677
Red Boiling

Remate Springs RBSPTNXARSS 615 699

Remote Defeated DFTDTNXARSS 615 774

Remote Bethpage BTHPTNXARSS 615 841

Remote Oak Grove  OKGVTNXADSO 615 888

134 Mdentify all of your tandem switches winchi are connected o cend-otfices of ather
Telecommunications carriers as well as the name(s) of those Felocommunications carniers

Response 1-34: Sce Respunse, §-31. No other carrier subtends the North Central tandem.
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135 Duus Respondent have an Affibate relationship sath either another Telecommunications
carrier. ot 15 Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that has an Affilate. which ofters inra-
fata 1ol or INC services 10 Resporndent’s landhne customers”  If so, please wdentify the
Teleconnnimcations carrier that offers such services o Respomdent’s landhne ¢ustomers

Response 1-35: North Central does not whally own or have a controlling nterest in a toli

provider. It is an affihate of Blucgrass Telecom by virtue of its minority ownership
interest.

2]



0. Peaples Telephone Campany

I-1 Cxcluding the CMRS Providers, please idenufy each Telecommumications carmier Lo
whom you have onginated any Teleconinanicaions Traffic or fiom whom sou have terminated
any Telccommunicatons Traffic either directy or indirectly duning the past 12 months pursuant
0 a wrten agreement  For euch Telecommunications carmer identified i response 1o
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom a wrilten agreement exists andd was filed wath the TRA please
identify the Docket No  and sufficient additione] detatl to permit o copy of such agreement,
including any and all antendments thercio, 1o be requested and obtained from the TRA

Response I-1: None.

1.5 Please wentify each Telecommumcations camer dentificd in response Lo [nterrogatory I-
1. 1-2 or 1-3 that is cither an Affiliate to you. or 1s an Aftiliate to another person or enlity to
which you are also an Affihate

Responsc 1-5: Nol Applicable

1.3t Identily cach tandem and end office s iek pwned by you, duscribe how traffic ongimated
by the CMRS Providers 1s recaved by cach tandem or end office from BellSouth, and identify
and describe all arrangements related o the cvst of he facthties used to transit this nathc w each
tandem or cnd oftice

Respouse I-31:
Peoples  ERINTNXA ns?2

1-34  Tdennfy all of your tandem switches wwhih ure comected o end-offices of othe
lelecomuunications carrers as well as the nameis) of those 'l elecommumcations carriers

Response 1-34 The Company does not eperate a tandem.

1-35.  Docs Respondent have an Aftiliate relatienship with either another Telecommunicanons
carnier, or 15 Respendent an Affiliate (o another enhily that has an Affibate wiuch offers wtra-
lata toll of IXC services 1o Respowlent’s tandine customers? I so, please identiy the
Telcomnmumeations carricr that offers such sersiees 1o Respondent's landhine customers..

Response 1-35:  CommuniGroup and EXCEl (VarTEC).

ko
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P. T ethico |elephane Company, Inc.

{1 Excluding the CMRS Providers. please wenbly cach Telecommunications carnet 0
whom you have ongmated any [clecommunicatons Traftic or from whom you bave terminated
any Telecommunications Traffic either duectly v mdirectly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
© & wniten agieement  For each Teleconunumicalions carmer wentified i response
Interrogatory 11 with whom a walten agreanenl exists and was tiled sith the TRA, please
wdentity the Docket No und sufficient additivnod detarl to perrmit a copy of such agreenwent,
meluding any and oIl amendmients thereto, 10 be requested and obtainad from the TR A

Response 1-1:

US LEC TRA Dochet No, 03-004)§
XO Communications TRA Docket No. (13-00568
New South TRA Dacket No 04-00081
Knology 1o Be Filed
US Cellular (Copy sent separatelv)

I-2 Please identify each Telecommumeations carmer identified m response to Interrogatory -

I, 1-2 or 1-3 that 1s cither an Affiliate o you, or s an Affihate t© another person or entity
which you are also an Aftibate

Response 1-5: US Celtular.

131 tdenuly each tandem and end oftice switch swuned by you, desenbe liow traffic onginated
by the C MRS Providers 1s recerveid by each tandem or end office from BellSouth and wduntity
and descnbe all arrangerients related o the cost of the facilies used to Lransi this traffic to each

tanderm or end ottice,

Response 1-31:

TELLICO PLAINS TLPLTNXADS1
BALL PLAY BLPLTNXARSO
COKER CREEK CKCKTNXARSO
ENGLEWOOD ENWDTNXADS1
NIOTA NIOTTNXARSO
RICEVILLE RCVLTNXARSO
VONORE VONRTNXADS1
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.34 Identilv all of your tandem switches wluch are conneeted to end-offices of other
Felecommunicalions cdrriers as will as the namers) of those Telecomniunic ations carmys,

Response 1-34: The Company docs not operate a tandem.

[-3§  Does Respondent have an Affiliate eclationstup with aither another Telecommunications
carmier. or 18 Respondent an Affiliate to anotber entity that has an A faliate, which offers witra-
[t toll or INC services to Ruespoundent’s landlme customers” 11 so, please wdenufy the
Telecommunications varrier that ofters such services to Respondent’s landline customers

Response 1-35: Yes, TDS Long Distance Corporation



Q. Tennessee Telephone Company

I-1 Fxeluding the CMRS Providers, please wlentity cach Telecommunications camer
whom vou have vriginated any T elccommumicalions Traltic o fiom whom you have tenmnated
any Tulecommunications Traffic euher directly or indirectly dunng the past 12 months pursuant
10 a4 wnlien agreement  For each leleeommunications cartier idenlified 0 response 1o
[ntennogatory (-1 with whom a wniten agreement exisls and was filed with the TRA, please
identify the Docket Noo and sutlicient addinenal detal to permut a copy of such agreement,
ncludiny any and all ainendments thereto, o be requested and obtamed from the TRA.

Response J-1:

US LEC TRA Docket No. 03-00415
XO Comutunications TRA Docket No. 03-00568
New South TRA Docket No. 04-00081
Knology To Be Filed

1-5 Please identify cach Telecommunications carricr idenuficd in responsc o Interrogatory |-

1, [-2 or [-3 that 1s cither an Affihate to you. or 15 an Affiliate to another person or entity (o

which sou are also an Affiliate
Response 1-3: Not applicable.

[-31  [denufy cach tandem and end office sw ich owned by you. desenibe how tratfic onginated
by the CMRS Providers is received by each randem or end otfice from BellSouth, and wWdenudy
and deserbe all arrangements related to the coslof the facilities used 1o transit this traffic to each
tandem ot end office

Response 1-31:

1 AVERGNE LYRGTNXADS2
MT. JULIE] MTJL INAADS2
CORNERSVILLE COVETNXARSO -
WAYNFSBORO WYBOTNXADS!
CLIFTON CFUNTNXARSO
COLLINWOOD CNWDTNXADS]
DARDEN DRDNTNAARLD

[
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LINDEN LNDNTNXARSD

LOBFLVILLE LBVI TNXARS)
PARSONS PRSS INXADSI

BRLCETON BCTNTNXARSO
DFCATURVILLE DCVLTNXARSO
SARNMS SRDS INXARSI

SCOTISHILL SCHLTNXARSY
HALLS CROSSROADS HCRIINXADSI

134 Identify all of your tandem switches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommunicalions carriers as well as the name(s) of those Tdlecommunicuations cartlers

Response 1-34: The Company does not operate a tandem

.35 Docs Respondent have an Affiluie relationship with cither anuther Telecommunications
carricr, o 15 Respondent an Affilite to another enitty that has an Affilate, which offcrs intra-
lata toll or 1XC services to Respondent’s landlme customers?  If so, please wdennfy the

1 eleconmmunications carrer that offers such services Lo Respondent’s tandline customers

Response [-35: Yes, TDS 1 ony Distance Corporation

%



R. Twin 1.akes Telephane Cooperative Corporation

-1, Fxcluding the CMRS Providers, please wentify euch Telecommumications carnier o
whont you have onginated any Telecommunications Traffic or from whom you hasv e termunated
any Telecommunications Traffic either directly or ndirectly duning the past 12 months pursuant
10 o wnilten agreement,  Foroeach [elecommurmications curricr identified In response tw
[nterrogatory {-1 with whom o written agresment exists and was filed with the TRA please
identify the Docket Mo and sufficient additional detail to permit a copy of such agreement,
meluding any and all amendments thereto, to be requested and obtained from the TRA

Response I-1: None,

[-5 Please idenufy cach Telccommunications carnicr identificd in respanse 1o Interrogatory I-
1. 1-2 or I-3 thut 18 cither an Affiliate @ you, or 15 an Affilate to another person or entity {o
which you are also an Affihate

Respouse [-5. Not Applicable

1-:31  1dentify each tandem and end office switch owned by you, describe how traffic onginated
hy the CMRS Providers 1s ieecived by each tandem or end office from BeliSouth, and identify
and deseribe all arrangemiens related to the cost of the facthiies used to transit this traffic to each
tandem or cnd office

Response [-31:

GAINFSBORO TENNESSEE CIE 11 CODE GNBOTNXNADSO
GAINESBORO TENNESSEE CH LI CODE GNBOTNXASIT
BYRDSTOWN TENNESSEE CILLIL CODE BYTWTNXARS0
CELINA TENNESSEF CILL]I CODE CELNTNXADSO

CHESINUT MOUND TENNESSEE CILLT CODE CHMNTNXARSY
CLARRRANGE TENNESSEFE, CILLIE CODE CLRKTNNARS(
CRAWFORD TENNESSEE CILLI CODE CRFRTNNARSO
GRANYILLE TENNESSFF CILL1I CODE GRVIFNXARSO

MOSS TENNESSEE CILI T CODE MOSSTNXADSO

NORTH SPRING TENNESSEE CILLI CODE NRSPTNNARSO
RICKMAN TENNESSEE CILLI CODE RKMNTNXARSD -
BANXNTER TENNESSEE CILL CODE BXTRTNNADSD
COOKFVILLE SOUTH TENNESSEE CILL1 CODE CKVLTNXBDSU
LIVINGSTON TENNESSEE CILL CODFE, LYTVTNXADSI
LIVINGSTON TENNESSEE CILLI CODE LYTNTNXADSO
JAMESTOWN TENNESSEE CILLI CODE JMTWTNXADSI
HIGHLAND TENNESSEE CILLE CODE HGLDTNXARSO
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1-34  Idenufy atl of your tandem swilches which are comnected to end-oflices of other
Telecommunications carrers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommunicallons carrers,

Response 1-34¢ None

1-35.  Dovs Respondent have an Aftihate relationship with cither another Pelecommunications
carner, or 15 Respondent an Affilrate o another enfity that has an Atfiliate, winch offers mira-
lata toll or INC services to Respondents landline customers? [t so, please dentity the
Telecommunicalions carer that offers such services to Respondent’s kandhioe customers

Respouse 1-35: Yes, I'win Lake Communication.




S. United Telephone Company

1. Eacluding the CMRS Providers, please dennfy euch Teiccommunicauons carricr to
whom you have onginated any Telecommunications Traffic or from whom you have ternnnated
any Telecormunications Teaffic erther directly or indirectly dunng the past 12 months pursuani
to a written agicement  For each Telecommunucatons carricr wdenufied 1 response to
Inferrogatory 1-1 wuh whom a whntten agreement SXIsis und was filud wath the TRA. please
identify the Docket No and sufficient addstional detail to permut a copy ot such agreement
mcludimg any and all amendments thereto, 1© be requested and obtarred from the TRA

Response 11 Nene.

1-5.  Please wdentfy each Teleconumunicalions cdmer wentified in response to Interrogatory -
1, [-2 or I-3 that is either an Aflilate to you, or1s an Affihate o another person or enhily ©

which you are also an Afihae
Response 1-5- Not Applicable
1-31  ldenhfy cach tandem and end office switeh ow ned by you, descnibe how taffic onginated
5y the CMRS Providers 1s recaaved by cach tandent or end office from BellSouth, and rdentify

and desenibe all arrangements related 1 the cost of the fiacihities nsed to transit thss traffic to each
tandem or end office

Response 1-31:

Location Cll.1Cude NXX

Chapel Hill CPHLTINXADS2 364,270, 368
Nolensyille NLVEINNARSI 776, 941
Univnville UNVLINXARSO 294.437.233,695
Estil) Springs ESSPTNNARSO 649

134 tdenufy all of sour tandem switches whuh are connevied to end-offices af other
Telecommunications carriers as wull as the name(s) of those Telecommunications carmiers

Response [-34: The Company does not operate a tanden.



1-35. Does Respondent have an Alfilate relationshup with either another Pelecommumcanons
carmier, or 15 Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that has an Atfihate. winch offers mtra-
lata toll or INC services to Respondunt’s landhine customers?  If so, please wdentify the
Telecommumecations carmier that offers such services (o Respundent’s lundline customers

Response 1-33; Yes - UTC Long Dustance.



T. West Tennessee Telephone Company, Inc.

I-1 Execluding the CMRS Provaiders, please idenbify cach Telccommumcations camer o
whom vou have onginatud any Telecommunications [raftic or from whom you have terminated
any Telecommunicalions Traftic euther diectly or directly dunug the past 12 months purstiant
o 4 wrilten agreement  For cach Telecommunmicdtions carrier wentificd tn response (o
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom a wnen agrecient exists and was filed with the TRA, plcase
wentfy the Docket No and sutficient xddivonal detad o permit a copy of such agreement,
meluding any and all amendments thereto, to be reguested and obtained from the TRA

Response 1-1: None.

I-3 Please sdentify each Telecommunications carm identified 1n response to Interrogatory I-
1, 1-2 or 1-3 that is eithor an Affiliate to you, or 15 un Affiliate to another person or entity to

shich you are also an Affihate.
Respunse 1-5 Not Applicable.
131 Idenfly each tandem and end office switch owned by you, descnibe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers 1s receved by each tandem or end olfice [rom BeliSouth, and dentdy

and describe all arrangements retuted to the cost of the facthitics used to transit thus tratfic o each
tandem or end office.

Response 1-31:

West Fennessee BRFRTNXADS2

1-34  Identifv all of your tundem switches which are connected to end-offices of other
Telecommunications eamiers as wellas the name(s) of those Telewwmnmungations camurs

Response 1-34: The Company does not operate i tandem.

1-35  Does Respondent have an A ffilate relattonship wath cuher another Telccommunications
carmvl, of 1 Respondent an Affiliate to another entity that has an Affiliate, which offers imira-
lata toll or INC senvices to Respondent's landhng custoners?  If so, please identify the
1 elecommunications catrier that offers such services (o Respondent’s landhine customers

Response 1-33: CommumGroup and EXCEL (VarTEC)



u. Yorhville Telephone Cooperative

-1 Eactuding the CMRS Providers please wentufy cach Telecommunications carnier 1o
whom you have orginated any Telccommunications Traffic or fom whoi you have termnated
any Telecommumications Tratfic either directly or midircetly dunog the past 12 months pursuant
1o 2 wnten agreement.  For each Telecompiunications carmier wdentitied in response 1w
Interrogatory 1-1 with whom a written agreement exists and was filed with the TRA. please
wenufy the Dockel No and sufficiens additional detail 10 permnt a copy ol such agreement,
meludimg any and all amendments thereto, fo be requested and obtained trom the TRA

Response I-1: None.

[-5 Please dentify cach Telecommunicatons carnier identified i response to Interrogatory I-
112 or 153 that s aither an Affihate o you, or 15 an Affilate to apother person or enhity W

which you arc alse an Affiline

Response [-5. Not Applicable.

131 fdentify each tandem and end office switch owned by you, duscrihe how traffic onginated
by the CMRS Providers is received by each tandem or end oftice from BeliSouth, and dentify
and descrbe 1l arrangements related to the cost ol the faciliies used to transit thus traflic to vach
tandent or end olfice

Response 1-31- The Company’s landline exchange is sery ed by a Mutel switch.

134  Ildenufy all ol your tandem switches which are connected o cnd-offices of other
Telecommunications carrsers as well as the name(s) of those Telecommunicalions carrers

Response 1-34+ The company docs not have a tandem switch,

[-35  Docs Respondent have an Affihate relanonship with cither another Telccommumications
carnier, or 1s Respondent an Afliliate 1o another entity that has un Affibiate. which offers intra-
lata ol or INC scrvices to Respondent’s landline customers” If so, please wentily the

Telecommunications carner that offers such servicas to Respondent’s landlhine customers

Response 1-33: Yes, Yorhville Communicauons. Inc. -



